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News 



The nation’s ‘sleaze watchdog’, Sir 
Christopher Kelly, chairman of the 
Committee on Standards in Public Life, last 
month repeated the warning that the voting 
system has become more vulnerable to 
fraud since the introduction of postal 
ballots on demand. Importantly, he claimed 
that Labour is unwilling to introduce 
tougher checks because it is concerned that 
the move could lead to it losing the next 
election. 

The government has completely ignored 
the recommendations by the Electoral 
Commission that England, Scotland and 
Wales move to a system of individual 
registration, as is the case already in 
Northern Ireland, where voters are required 
to supply a signature, date of birth and 
National Insurance number to be included 
on the electoral roll. Labour appears to be 
supporting voting fraud by even omitting to 
include this recommendation in the 
Political Parties and Elections Bill currently 
before Parliament. However, they are 
aiming to include a clause that will make it 
easier for people to get on to the electoral 
register at the very last moment before an 
election day. This will be yet another 
channel for electoral abuse. 


Davies said the parade created an 
“unhealthy atmosphere and inspired young 
boys to be racist”. She added: “It is not only 
the parade which is the problem, but the 
tribal excitement it creates”. 

Meanwhile, we are assured that there 
will be no restrictions on any St Patrick’s 
Day, St.Andrew’s Day or St. David’s day 
parades or events and that the Notting Hill 
carnival this August will, of course, go 
ahead as usual. And our Muslim friends 
can still have their annual procession 
through High Wycombe in March to mark 
the birthday of the Prophet Muhammad. 


Asian Gang’s ‘Racist Attack’ 


Britis 


British Jobs For British Workers 

The Solidarity Trade Union has said that 
the ‘Wildcats’ strikers at the Lindsey Oil 
refinery and elsewhere are right: British 
Jobs for British Workers! Solidarity 
members joined British National Party 
members in offering support to the Wildcats 
at Lindsey. 

It adds that NuLab and the bosses of 
the tame establishment Unions have made 
patronising statements saying they 
“understand the concerns” of ordinary 
workers. Yet in a time of recession and 
rising unemployment jobs are being 
shopped abroad and jobs here given to 
foreign or migrant workers. 

In sharp contrast rank and file workers 
are quite clear about the issues and what 
must be done about them in the future after 
last month’s betrayal by the internationalist 
Union bureaucrats. 

Solidarity details: 

www.solidaritytradeunion.org. PO Box 93, 
Spennymoor, DL16 9AN. 


Bank Pulls Plug on Shipyard Jobs 

Lloyds TSB, one of the banks that received 
billions of pounds of taxpayers’ money, has 
refused to continue providing finance for a 
project in Teesside that would bring more 
than a 1,000 jobs to the North East. 

According to the Northern Echo it also 
emerged that the Tees Alliance Group 
(TAG), which was awarded the £300m 
contract to build the oil and gas platform 
for global offshore company SeaDragon, is 
considering legal action to ensure the work 
remains in the North East. SeaDragon aims 
to move the work to Singapore. 

And the Lib-Lab-Con says we cannot 
have “protectionism” but must remain 
globalist, like the banks who are supported 
f by our money. 

UK’s Islamic Banks Bigger than 
Pakistan’s 

! Britain’s Islamic finance sector is now 
; bigger than Pakistan’s, says a study by 
International Financial Services London. 
The £12 billion in assets of Britain’s Islamic 
banks dwarf those of some states where 
f Islam is the main religion. 

There are now five “fully Sharia- 
J, compliant banks in Britain and another 17 
have set up branches or subsidiary firms for 
Muslim clients. 

This reflects the rapid growth of 
Britain’s Muslim population, which is said 
to have increased ten times faster than any 
other group in the past four years. 


Labour Bans St.George’s Day Parade 

1 England’s biggest St.George’s Day parade 
? is facing the axe after Labour Councillors in 
Sandwell, West Midlands, voted to 
withdraw financial support. The reason is 
that they say many of the 15,000 who now 
enjoy the parade through West Bromwich 
“were racist”. 

In a letter to the organisers (who need 
£10,000 to cover the parade costs including 
expensive insurance), Labour’s Yvonne 



, This extract of a report in Scotland’s Daily 
Record of February 10, 2009, is considered 
as ‘news’ by Identity because just two years 
i ago newspapers like this Labour-supporting 
paper would never even consider publishing 
} a story which portrayed white people as the 
i victims of racist violence. It was headed 
“Four People Injured as Snowball Fight 
|Turns into ‘Racist Attack’.” 

“Four young men were brutally 
attacked after a snowball fight exploded in 
racist violence. 

“They were beaten by a weapon- 
wielding gang of Asian men who pounced 
on them from a car. 

“The victims, who were all white, 
suffered broken bones and head wounds. 

[ Three of them were in a serious condition 
f in hospital last night”. “It’s a miracle no- 
one died”, said a bystander. 

The Daily Record even reported that it 
was in the same Glasgow street, Kenmuir 
Street, where in 2004 “Kris Donald, 15, was 
repeatedly stabbed and set alight after being 
snatched”. The Muslim names of the 
I convicted torturers and murderers were then 
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100 Issues 
Campaigning 
to Preserve 
Our Identity 



T his month we celebrate the 

publication of the 100 th issue of 
Identity since it was launched, 
initially as a bi-monthly, in February 2000. 
The first editor was Paul Golding, who 
remained in the post for some two years 
with the difficult task of building up the 
circulation from scratch as well as 
increasing the number of good nationalist 
writers for the BNP’s first magazine. Today, 
Paul is the BNP’s ‘super-activist’; he is the 
editor of the party’s regular electronic 
newsletter BNP eNews , a regular election 
campaigner who last month won a council 
seat from Labour in Sevenoaks, as well as 
being the driver and general factotum of the 
BNP Truth Truck. 

In that first issue Nick Griffin wrote: 
“The new, modernist nationalism to which 
the British National Party is now firmly 
committed is not about confrontation, 
about a little sect of ‘true believers’ 
preaching to the already converted, so 
confrontational or ‘in-house’ names that 
provide the reassuring comfort of a small- 
but-perfectly-formed political ghetto are 
out.” 

Nick added: “The preserving of the 
identity of the traditional inhabitants and 
cultures of Britain is, then, our primary 
purpose. Our demand to preserve that 
identity threatens no one; it raises no 
alarming or debatable questions of 
superiority or inferiority. The right to be 
ourselves in our own land is nothing more 
or less than a basic human right and a 
fundamental of Natural Law. So there can 
be no better name for the BNP’s most 
important publication than Identity.” 

Having rejoined the BNP when Nick 
Griffin was elected Chairman in 1999, my 
enthusiasm to do something for the cause 
of nationalism was encouraged month by 
month at the progress being made. I was 
asked by Nick in late 2002 if I would take 
over the editorship, which he had been 
carrying out together with all the other 
work that his leadership entailed. This 100 th 
issue marks my 70 th issue as editor. 

In 2003 Identity was no longer the only 
regular publication produced by the party. 
The Voice of Freedom, so ably edited by 
another long-term nationalist, Martin 
Wingfield, had now become established as a 
popular newspaper giving easy-to-digest 
comments on BNP policies, with numerous 
photographs of the men and women who 
make up its membership and accounts of 
branch activities ranging from meetings to 
local election campaigns. With a 
circulation, through branches and door-step 
sales, now approaching ten times that of 
Identity , Freedom , as it is now more 
popularly known, has played a major role in 
increasing the BNP average vote. 

I could soon see that there was little 
point in Identity also covering the details of 
branch meetings and individual council by- 
election results and, for example, the 
individual outrageous actions of some of 


our immigrants, with space being at a 
premium particularly as this information 
was regularly appearing on the BNP’s ever- 
improving website. The policy we did our 
best to follow was to inform and educate 
our readers, including new members won 
over by Freedom , on the basis of 
nationalism. 

The Coming New Look 

BNP membership today has increased more 
than six-fold since issue No.l was 
published. Therefore, to pursue the policy 
of educating our new members and turning 
them into ideological nationalists, starting 
with issue No. 101 Identity will have a 
greatly increased number of pages, with a 
new design, and published quarterly. 
Importantly, the circulation will be much 
larger as it will be available to all members 
as part of their membership subscription. It 
will still be available for non-membership 
supporters to buy. I shall be a member of 
the new look’s editorial team (for which you 
can either groan or cheer). 

A few months after I took over 
editorship in 2003, Mark Collett took over 
the design and layout which has given this 
magazine its distinct and professional style. 
It has been a two-way street, with both of us 
contributing to its overall appearance. 

Mark, who is also the party's Publicity 
Director, will, of course, be involved in the 
new look Identity. We have both come to the 
conclusion that in this age of decreasing in- 
depth reading, we need to publish more 
shorter articles of up to 1200 words in 
length. This is born out by the fact that 
readers' comments have shown that their 
favourite sections appear to be “Nationalist 
Notebook”, “Speakers’ Corner” and the 
News page. 

Our thanks go to our many contributors 
over the past nine years. To name but a few, 
Lee Barnes, with his quill dipped in venom; 
John Maddox, who has shown why 
practicing Christians can vote BNP; Tim 
Heydon, who has destroyed the lie of 
cultural relativism; and Tony Holroyd who 
has given us several well thought out 
articles on alternative energy sources. 

Finally, two years and four months ago 
did anybody read in the mainstream media 
a prediction that the then ‘worrying’ credit 
problem was about to explode into a world¬ 
wide economic crisis? It only appeared in 
our December 2007 issue in an article, The 
Crisis of Globalism, by Nick Griffin. How’s 
this for a prescient comment: 

“The global financial system is in the 
throws of a massive heart attack which will 
end not just in the destruction of trillions of 
dollars of junk paper wealth, but also with 
the death of the post-war hegemony of the 
Dollar, the collapse of the debt-financed 
consumer booms that have covered up the 
deindustrialisation of the USA and 
Britain.” 

John Bean 
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A BNP Breakthrough - 
Hype & Beality A 


□ As Labour MPs queue up to hype the BNP’s 
chances of a Euro-breakthrough, Nick Griffin 
examines the reality behind the hysteria. 


W hat are Labour playing at? 

Cabinet Ministers, MEPs and 
union barons are ‘warning’ of a 
huge BNP breakthrough on June 4 th . Four 
seats, seven seats, an irreversible change in 
the British political landscape - our most 
bitter opponents keep talking up our 
chances. 

There’s something wrong here. These 
people are without doubt wicked, but they 
are not stupid when it comes to political 
manoeuvring. They know full well that the 
biggest stumbling block for any growing 
party is the tyranny of the ‘wasted vote’. So 
why are they giving us not only the oxygen 
of publicity but also a massive dose of the 
steroid of credibility? 

Not, you can be very sure, because 
they’ve undergone a Damascene 
conversion. No, they’re still up to no good; 
there is of course no change of heart, only a 
change of tactics. 

So what is the reason for this? While it’s 
impossible to learn their exact calculations, 
without doubt they involve some 
permutation of four factors: 

First, ever since 1997, Labour has run a 
sophisticated private opinion poll operation. 
Using a model first developed by Joseph 
Goebbels to gauge public opinion in 
Germany, Blairite poll guru Phillip Gould 
set up a network of 2,000 focus groups, 
each meeting regularly, allowing those 
analysing their shifting opinions to record 
every tremor in the collective psyche of the 
British public. 

This will without doubt have given 
Labour’s top strategists an early warning of 
our potential; in fact, they probably know 
even better than we do just how much our 
support has grown, and continues to grow. 
In all probability, this will have forced them 
several months ago to the conclusion that 


there is little or nothing they 
can to prevent us making the 
crucial breakthrough of 
winning a seat in the European 
Parliament. 

So they have moved to a 
damage limitation strategy. The 
trick is to exaggerate in advance our 
gains beyond all realistic 
expectation, so that when we ‘only’ 
win one seat the media can run stories 
about how the BNP is disappointed and by 
its ‘failure’ to make the ‘widely expected 
breakthrough’ of winning up to seven. 

This, they would hope, would stop a 
new wave of enthusiastic new recruits 
sweeping us even further forwards, and set 
the scene for internal divisions as the naive 
look for scapegoats for our ‘failure’ to 
achieve victories which were never 
realistically on the cards in the first place. 

Their second calculation is that an 
exaggerated ‘BNP threat’ is the only appeal 
strong enough to mobilise Labour activists 
who are disgusted with policies such as the 
privatisation of the Post Office and the 
stench of corruption from this rotten 
Government. If those activists sit on their 
hands, Labour faces near extinction in 
County Council government and a 
catastrophic drop in support in the Euro 
poll which could spark a leadership 
challenge bloodbath just a few months 
before the General Election. 

Labour’s strategists are well aware that 
while many of their grass-roots activists 
hate the Blair/Brown globalist agenda, they 
are hysterically opposed to the BNP, hence 
talking us up can whip them back to the 
front line for one more election. 

Third, the same factor plays to a certain 
extent with their voters. Not with Labour’s 
traditional working class base, much of & 



which has made the change in our favour 
already, but among their new block voters. 
These are divided into two categories: The 
middle class, polytechnic, town hall 
bureaucracy parasites whose numbers have 
exploded since New Labour took over in 
1997. The vast majority owe their 
employment to Brown & Co., and are not 
only ideologically opposed to us but also 
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know that we would abolish their phoney, 
meddling, socially corrosive ‘jobs’. 

Parallel to the creation of this tax- 
gobbling welfarist bureaucracy, Labour has 
also embarked on the largest 
gerrymandering operation in British 
political history, bringing in literally 
millions of Third World and Eastern 
European immigrants knowing that they 


will overwhelmingly vote for the party that 
let them in and which gives them so much 
taxpayers’ money. 

There is no better way to ensure that 
this new Labour block vote turns out than 
building up the BNP bogeyman so that 
Labour telephone canvassers can tell 
African asylum-seekers and Polish plumbers 
alike that “if the BNP win they’ll cut your 
benefits on the day they come to power and 
will have you on a plane home by next 
week.” 

ETHNICS AT THE POLLS 

Every reader who has been out on polling 
day in a hard-fought council by-election 
campaign over the last year or so will have 
seen this tactic paying dividends as Labour 
councillors and MPs shepherd groups of 
‘ethnics’ to the polling stations in an often 
successful attempt to skew our democracy 
by swamping the native vote with 
newcomers. “BNP to clean up in Euro 
polls” is simply their way of rolling out this 
tactic from individual wards to pervert the 
result in the country as a whole. 

The final calculation running through 
their heads will be that the Tories are near 
certainties to win the looming General 
Election. That’s already a done deal, so 
ambitious Labour MPs in the Jon Cruddas 
mould are actually more focused on the 
General Election after next and 
are working on ways to ensure that 
the Tories only get one term in 
office. 

Apart from adopting a ‘scorched 
earth’ economic policy, where 
mountains of debt poison the 
nation’s prospects for twenty years, 
the only thing they can do to help 
to break the Tory revival is subtly 
to push the “Balkanisation of the 
‘right’”. This tactic was 
successfully adopted by the 
French socialist government in the 
early 1980s, which even went so far 
W as to introduce Proportional 

Representation in order to let the Front 
National win eighty seats in their national 
parliament. By splitting the anti-socialist 
vote the Left can retain or win seats where 
it would otherwise have had no hope. 
Politics is a dirty game! 

By keeping a close watch on the figures 
in local elections all over the country, 
Labour’s strategists will have worked out 
several years ago that, while we can and do 
take many votes from them, they have a 
hard left/bureaucrat/immigrant block vote 
that we can never win over. 

In Tory wards, by contrast, a good BNP 
candidate can hoover up nearly every single 
traditionalist and right-wing Conservative 
vote, while their liberal wing can be 
stampeded into switching to whichever of 
the Lib Dems or Labour is perceived as 
being most likely to keep out the BNP. 

While we damage the Labour vote, once the 


Tories are in power we will obliterate theirs. 

The Conservatives - widely and 
justifiably known as The Stupid Party - are 
of course too daft to notice this. So David 
Cameron and others happily sign up to 
‘anti-racist’ agreements and sponsor 
Marxist thugs to hit people in the face with 
hammers, while the real purpose of such 
groups’ campaigns is to boost support for 
the Labour party. 

So there are the four reasons for 
Labour’s campaign to talk up our chances. 
What about the one big reason why they 
shouldn’t be doing it - which is the clear 
and very real danger that by doing so they 
will make a self-fulfilling prophesy? 
Especially with the shocking state of the 
economy, parliamentary sleaze and the 
ever-present threat of another Islamist 
terror outrage, aren’t they playing a very 
dangerous game? 

The answer is yes, but here too, the risk 
will have been carefully calculated. People 
with extensive experience of involvement in 
one of the really big parties, especially those 
who cut their teeth in Marxist splinter 
parties or pressure groups, will be very 
much aware of the enormous qualitative 
gulf between a party capable of benefitting 
from a protest vote created by external 
events, and one which is able to consolidate 
such short-term gains into a stable, long¬ 
term ability to wield real power and 
influence. 

They will also be heartened by the 
grotesque failure of UKIP to capitalise on 
its Euro election breakthrough five years 
ago, which was twice as big as even the 
wildest projections of how well we might 
do this time around, but which still went 
absolutely nowhere. 

The sociologists and political scientists 
advising them will be well aware that small 
parties can be killed by sudden, mushroom¬ 
like success just as readily as by failure. 
Squabbling over the spoils of war and for 
newly available positions of prestige are 
part of the human condition and are as old 
as history. Thus it’s a reasonable 
assumption for our opponents to make that 
the better we do the more chance there is 
that we’ll collapse under the special strains 
of success, amid recriminations and 
internal division. 

“Give them enough rope,” Labour’s 
strategists will have decided. “Once Griffin 
and even one or two others are out of the 
way and living it up in Brussels, those left 
behind will want to get their snouts in the 
trough and will launch a coup d’etat. It’ll all 
fall apart within a year anyway.” 

As a matter of fact, it won’t. Yes, a new 
crop of Establishment and far-left ‘plants’ 
are bound to circulate black propaganda 
tales of corruption and/or make 
superficially attractive arguments for 
‘separation of powers’ that would put the 
party on the road to civil war. But they 
won’t get anywhere. We’ve been at this too 
long to fail now; too many of our activists 
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are too battle-hardened and wise to fall for 
such tricks. Simply to be aware of the 
danger is half the battle when it comes to 
overcoming it, while the other half is 
careful and professional organisation - 
which is very well underway already. 

But, of course, the Labour party don’t 
know this, and in any case their ‘talk up the 
BNP’ strategy is their only hope, so we can 
expect them to keep it going. Which does 
produce the risk that some of our more 
optimistic and impatient members will 
come to believe their wild predictions. 

Don’t! Be realistic. And never forget 
that we are in a political long war; there are 
no short cuts. We could just possibly win 
two or even three seats, but one remains the 
most realistic - though still ambitious - goal. 
For a demonised and oppressed party like 
ours - perpetually harassed by an array of 
opponents and most outrageous behind-the- 
scenes pressure - to win one single seat in 
the European Parliament would be an 
enormous breakthrough. And to ‘fail’ to do 
so would involve no shame. 

Every single one of our members and 
activists must understand that we are going 
to make unparalleled organisational gains 
whether we get to Brussels or not. Winning 
a seat as well is of course our great 
ambition and prize, but it really would be 
the icing on the cake. 

PROFESSIONAL CALL CENTRE 

For our great organisational great leap 
forwards is already well under way. Our 
new and fully professional call centre will 
by now have contacted several thousand 
lapsed and current members. Even while 
this is still at the teething and training stage, 
this operation is netting several thousand 
pounds profit per month, though its greatest 
value will be in improving our conversion 
ratio for inquirers into members, and our 
membership retention rate. 

The really good news is that the call 
centre is only a part of a much broader 
expansion and professionalisation operation 
which includes business, political 
administration and design and dispatch 
offices and a distribution centre. 

This is not just a matter of bricks and 
mortar; the new premises are staffed by 
professionals: an IT systems officer, a 
qualified accounts technician, a chartered 
accountant and an administrator educated 
to MBA level. Even the younger and lower 
level new staff are required to have serious 
work experience. Our whole operation is 
now far too large and complex to rely on 
unskilled volunteers doing the occasional 
day in return for tea and biscuits or a four- 
pack of Asda lager. 

We have also invested heavily in 
modern technology. Our new multiplatform 
integrated interface database is well on the 
way to going live and our cutting edge call 
handling network has already been 
installed. All our offices and home workers 



MO to EtJ Rule & uriernp 
N 0.olm m >9»« OI , 

NO to HMH-Tax« 

YES to putting 
British Pcop£ 


&5S 


to display 


For a FKt 
window 




Battle 


Britain 


name and address 


and your 


will be linked through our 
telecommunication system, allowing the 
instant and secure transfer of data and 
information. 

These developments, together with our 
ongoing training and development 
programmes, will ensure that the Party is 
the most professional political organisation 
in the country. It’s early days yet, but in the 
weeks and months ahead you and the 
whole world will see the tangible effects of 
our momentous re-structuring programme. 

All this will allow us to cope with the 
record-smashing number of new enquiries 
that are going to be pulled in by our 29 
million superb election addresses, two TV 
broadcasts, several million pieces of hand- 
distributed back-up literature, e-mail 
outreach campaign and our hugely popular 
website. On top of that, there will be the 
publicity generated by our presence with a 
campaign of this scale in an election fought 
against a background of unprecedented 
economic crisis. 

We have no doubt at all that this will 
produce a minimum of 40,000 brand new 
enquiries. In all probability the final figure 
is going to be even higher than that. Many 
of these will never get further than 
studying our information pack 
and perhaps voting for us, but the 
systems we have put in place to 
follow them up will mean that a 
very significant minority will go 
on to become directly involved - as 
donors, members, activists and 
future good quality candidates and 
local officials. 

This is the influx that is going to 
sweep us past our financial tipping 
point - the moment at which we 
move from having to live from hand- 
to-mouth, wearing down our treasury 
staff with an endless round of robbing 
volunteer Peter to pay amateur Paul - 
to a new level at which we can build 
up a strategic reserve, plan and budget 
ahead, and bring in professional help 
wherever needed. 

Once the new professionalism is 
fully bedded in at a central level, we will 
cascade the skills and systems down 
through the party organisation, 
something that will further increase the 
virtuous upward spiral of growth and 
efficiency that is now operating with ever 
more obvious effect. 


perfect safety valve with which to neutralise 
what even then was a serious level of 
popular resentment against all things 
Politically Correct. Aided by a shady clique 
of ‘ex’ Labour big cheeses, UKIP made 
stunning gains and claimed to be on the 
verge of reshaping British politics. 

For various reasons that was always 
highly unlikely, but the party’s fate was 
sealed when it was taken over by the BBC’s 
favourite tame Euro-sceptic Nigel Farage. It 
took time for the long-suffering members to 
learn the full horror of Farage’s egomania, 
sleaze, refusal to allow financial 
accountability, and removal of anyone who 
might object. But now those things are 
common knowledge, and last month UKIP 
reached its own tipping point - one into a 
vicious, downwards spiral of 
demoralisation and disintegration. 

Just as the party needed maximum 
enthusiasm to raise funds for election 
preparations, a wave of resignations 
crushed its already broken morale. TV 
celebrity and author Robin Page resigned in 
a flurry of newspaper articles about dodgy 
finances and cronyism. UKIP’s only 


COLLAPSE OF UKIP 


What is more, this period of well-grounded 
expansion by the BNP comes as our only 
serious rival for the position of popular 
grass-roots challenger to the Westminster 
elite - UKIP - is coming off the rails in one 
of the most spectacular political train 
smashes in modern British history. 

Five years ago, the well-meaning efforts 
of UKIP’s then confident and enthusiastic 
rank-and-file gave the Establishment the 
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only MP, Essex Tory defector Bob Spink, 
announced that in fact he’d never even 
joined the party and is certainly having 
nothing to do with it from now on. 
Respected economist Tim Congden jumped 
ship too, along with key and experienced 
Brussels researchers such as John Petley 
and Peter Cole. 

Even the continued allegiance of Lord 
Pearson is in doubt, as he has realised that 
Farage’s displeasure over his invitation of 
Gert Wilders to the House of Lords was 
based not on any legitimate concern for the 
party but on his jealous rage over the fact 
that Pearson got the TV interviews that 
arose and young Nigel was ignored. 

UKIP’s Eastern region organisation 
imploded over the imposition of a 
massively unpopular Farage flunkey with a 
bogus identity; respectable members in the 
West Midlands were mortified at the key 
organisational role given to a freakish six- 
foot-something transvestite, and the people 
who have made UKIP’s South West region 
an isolated beacon of financial stability and 
probity threatened rebellion over attempts 
by Farage to loot their funds to pay for his 
own re-election campaign while refusing to 
allow his EU expenses claims to be audited. 

More serious still, UKIP’s last serious 
donor, patriotic businessman Alan Bown, is 
increasingly critical of the chronic waste 
and the lack of accountability and control - 
and especially over Farage’s refusal to allow 
any dissent at NEC meetings, which he 
deals with by going into contrived juvenile 
temper tantrums, ad hominem attacks and 
summary expulsions. 

The resulting tightening of the purse 
strings nationally is compounding the 
shocking state of finances in some key 
regions. At the start of March, for example, 
UKIP’s ‘war chest’ in the East Midlands 
was a mere £8,000 - only just over a third of 
the amount already safely put aside by the 
same BNP region. In the South East the 
plug is being pulled on UKIP’s regional e 



office, which will be shut down straight 
after the election, if not even before. 

The only ray of light was the timely 
arrival of a Tory donor with a life-support 
donation of £100,000, although it is 
expected that Farage will add to internal 
tensions by allocating the vast majority of 
this to the vital cause of his own re-election. 

Even UKIP members who are unaware 
of this behind-the-scenes mayhem cannot 
miss their party’s slump into electoral 
oblivion. Our 41% victory in Swanley was 
comprised of our taking the whole 20% of 
the vote that UKIP had secured there last 
time, plus 14% from Labour’s share and 7% 
from the Tories. This repeated our feat in 
the Boston by-election late last year, where 
we hovered up UKIP votes in the 
constituency where they had their strongest 
showing nationwide five years ago. 

A further blow landed at the start of 
April when a first time BNP candidate 
secured almost double the UKIP vote in a 
ward near Bognor Regis, an area which 
returned the second highest UKIP vote in 
the country in the last general election. 

BNP STRONGER 

Small wonder that UKIP’s membership, 
which a few months ago had ‘only’ dropped 
from a maximum of 26,000 to 13,000, has 
now slumped below 10,000 - which means 
that for the first time ever the BNP is not 
only by far the more effective of the two 
anti-EU parties, it is also the stronger in 
terms of straightforward numbers. 

There is even ‘worse’ to come. One 
former and one current member of UKIP’s 
National Executive Committee told me last 
month that they believe that their party will 
crash from winning twelve seats five years 
ago to just two or at most three seats “if 
we’re lucky”. While the BNP would be over 
the moon to win that many, UKIP has 
become so used to the staffing levels and 
political literature subsidies that come with 
each seat that the loss of so many of them 
will overnight add to their many woes the 
collapse of their central party machine. 

Even those whose ‘loyalty’ to Farage is 
at present dictated by their position on the 
payroll will then have nothing to lose, and 
will with justification turn on the man who 
has led them to disaster. Either he will 
effectively complete the destruction of the 
party in order to avoid losing control, or he 
will be ousted in a multi-sided split which 
leaves the remnants of the party fighting a 
series of mini-civil wars to determine which 
ambitious but unknown bantam cock crows 
on top of the rapidly shrinking UKIP 
dungheap. 

One side effect of the accelerating 
collapse of UKIP is already to be seen in 
the proliferation of new parties on a broadly 
similar wavelength. The latest group of 
former senior members to leave UKIP have 
formed one called UK First, announcing 
their intention of standing in at least two 


regions, including the South East as part of 
a bitter attempt to unseat Farage. With a 
reported war-chest of £40,000 already, they 
may well shave several thousand crucial 
votes off their old party’s shrinking total. 

Additionally, Declan Ganley - the Irish 
businessman who spearheaded his 
country’s successful ‘no’ vote on the Lisbon 
Constitution - is aiming to field a full pro¬ 
referendum slate in the UK under the 
banner of Libertas, which is sure to take 
middle class votes from UKIP. 

Also queuing up to throw his members’ 
money away is Marxist rail union leader 
Bob Crowe, whose ‘No to EU’ group is 
presumably intended to give disgruntled 
Labour voters a non-BNP home (and to 
take advantage of the Free Post to deliver 
millions of anti-BNP propaganda leaflets) 
but will surely take more working class 
votes from UKIP than us. The more such 
Euro-sceptic groups fragment the anti-EU 
vote, the more it will cement the position of 
the BNP as the only serious party in this 
field. 

We also intend to emerge from this 
election as the key intellectual opponents of 
the Europhile scheme. We are in the final 
stages of a massive research project into the 
shadowy and undemocratic origins of the 
EU. This has uncovered a truly shocking 
catalogue of evidence of an unholy alliance 
of banks, petro-chemical giants, globalist 
corporations, radical leftist bureaucrats and 
Saudi-financed Islamists. 

This ground-breaking material will be 
used not only to inform our own people as 
to the true nature of the Euro Beast, it will 
also show the thousands of other Euro¬ 
realists to whom it will be sent just how 
shallow and weak has been the analysis of 
the problem supplied to them by UKIP’s 
leadership. 

All this patient preparation work will 
position us for a serious bid to become the 
vanguard of opposition to Britain's 
submersion within the European Union. 
This would mean that among the large 
number of newcomers swelling our ranks 
later this year will be significant numbers of 
former UKIP activists. They will be very 
welcome, not least because every one 
involved on our side is another denied to 
the Farage/BBC safety valve scam which 
has been neutralising Euro-realism for far 
too long. 

The struggle to sound the alarm over 
the undemocratic, nation-wrecking schemes 
of the Europhiles is reaching the critical 
point in history. The economic chaos of the 
next few years will provide the opportunity 
either for freedom lovers to break the 
chains, or for the federalists to use the 
‘emergency’ to fasten their shackles around 
every last wrist and ankle in a new 
European empire of naked tyranny. Which 
side will triumph in this titanic struggle for 
the soul and future of the West? That 
depends, at least in part, on what we 
achieve on June 4 th . 
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F or those who haven’t been able to make a trip to London 
for some time, such a visit today might prove to be 
something of a shock. The number of people who could 
not be described as ‘indigenous British’ is startling. Those of us 
who still live and work here are rapidly having to get used to this 
new influx of diverse population without complaint. To put it 
bluntly, we have no option - we have to put up and shut up. This is 
because none of the political parties are to the slightest extent 
rm sincerely interested in what for some of us is a matter of deep 
f concern: immigration. None, that is, except the British National 
' Party. 

The Data Management and Analysis Group updated figures 
\ issued in November 2008 for the GLA, which has just been 
extended to project to 2031, gives borough and ward population 
' ' '' 1 predictions based on ethnicity and makes for some anxious 

reading. I quote: 

« “Looking over the period 2006 to 2031, the total London 
% population is projected to increase by 1,049,500 (14%). Over this 
period, the BAME (short for Black, Asian and Minority Ethnic) 
am population is projected to increase by 949,700 (39%), and the 

j White population by 99,900 (2%). Hence the BAME groups are 



projected to account for 90% of the increase in the London 
population over the 25 years from 2006.” 

Of course, indigenous Londoners don’t require statistics to 


S. corroborate the evidence of their own eyes and ears! But it seems 
.v ns that our politicians, of all political persuasions, are determined to 


edit out the harsh facts of reality and what these will ultimately 
mean for the longsuffering people of Britain; those of us whose 
ancestors have lived here for generations and whose historic 
efforts built this once great capital city, which is now a haggard 
shadow of its former lustre, marred by a plague of crime, 
overcrowding, violence and despair. 

Take Boris Johnson and his recent ludicrous proposal to grant 
an amnesty to illegal immigrants, of which there are thought to be 
400,000 in London and 700,000 nationally. This suggestion by its 
very nature is immoral and thereby offensive to all of us who live 
here legitimately, because it necessarily rewards, and by so doing 
encourages, illegal behaviour! The Mayor of London has also 
naively and contradictorily advocated that British citizenship 
granted in such situations would need to be ‘earned.’ Frankly I 
don’t see how coming here illegally can in any way be compatible 
with the concept of ‘earning’ one’s right to lawful residence. But 
what is of grave concern is that such an amnesty is simply an 
open invitation for yet more migrants from abroad to try and gain 
a British passport by this proven successful method. So, having 
granted an amnesty to the hundreds of thousands already here, 
we will eventually find ourselves back again where we started, 
with a backlog of yet more innumerable hopefuls, all determined 
to try by any means to gain residence in a country which is 
already renowned for being a ‘soft touch.’ Similar measures have 
already been tried in Spain over the last 20 years with precisely the 
same result - an inevitable reoccurrence of the original problem. 



I find it very hard to come to terms with Boris Johnson’s 
reasoning. Apart from his failure to appreciate the plainly evident 
fact that London, and indeed Britain, is grossly overcrowded in all 
respects, I suppose that having to jostle to find a vacancy in 
Britain’s ever contracting employment market in order to try and 
pay the bills is not one of life’s realities as far as he is concerned. 
He has since compounded the idiocy of his amnesty proposal by 
seeking to defend it by maintaining, would you believe, that the 
inability of illegal immigrants to enter the legitimate job market 
and participate fully, was a “real problem for this city.” He goes 
on, “I think there’s a very good cause for a study into something 
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that I think could not only lead to greater social justice, but also 
greater economic utility.” But Boris, where will this leave the long¬ 
standing residents of London, who as a result of the activities of 
these newly legitimised job seekers won’t be able to find 
employment in this down-turning recession, and who will need to 
be supported by state benefits as a result? 

IMMIGRATION ‘BENEFITS’ 

Boris might well have exceeded expectations for tomfoolery with 
his amnesty proposal, but the sad and horrifying reality is that all 
the political parties are hopelessly out of touch with the 
expectations and wishes of the ordinary voter. The Conservative 
Party’s website begins its section on immigration with the 
following audacious statement: 

“Immigration can be a real benefit to the UK.. 

In this misjudged assertion they unconsciously reveal their 
true colours and such are certainly not blue! Many, I think, would 
join with me in wondering what 'benefits' the mass immigration 
of recent times has ever brought to this country? Indeed, we are 
now reaping the bitter fruits of the misguided policies of 
governments from both ends of the political spectrum over the last 
50 years. The increased demand brought about by immigration 
has caused a crisis in the availability of council housing, because 
there simply isn't enough to go round. The problem is further 
exacerbated by the fast-tracking of applicants on the basis of 
‘need’ rather than duration of waiting time in the council housing 
queue. Given the fact that many newcomers have a tendency to 
possess large families, they often qualify for priority when the few 
houses that are available are allocated. On the labour market, 
imported cheap labour inevitably leads to unemployment of the 
established labour force, whose wages are necessarily forced down 



» As the BNP’s elected representative 
on the London Assembly, Councillor 
Richard Barnbrook is well qualified to 
say that it is more than the face of 
London that is set to continue changing. 


by unfair competition. Furthermore, the introduction of foreign 
ethnic groups with different religions, patriotic allegiances and 
ethical affiliations is bound to lead to a decrease in social cohesion 
and an erosion of personal and social identity and traditional 
aspirations. This loss is equally deleterious to both the in-comers 
themselves and the indigenous residents, the sad results of which 
can be seen in the deviance and disaffection of our youth. 

The Conservatives go on to qualify their assertion by 
suggesting that in order to reap this ‘real benefit,’ immigration 
needs to be “properly controlled, with its impact on the economy, 
public services, and social cohesion taken into account.” Of 
course, what and by whom the benchmarks are to be set is no 
doubt a matter for the men in grey suits. Of one thing you can be 
sure though, those in the upper echelons of government, who 
make the statistical policy decisions, are not likely to be the ones 
who have to confront real life problems on a permanent day to 
day basis, as do the white working class. 

Does Labour fare any better on the subject of immigration? 
Given their record in government to date, I feel that I hardly need 
bore you by stating the obvious! However, a cursory examination 
of the Labour Party’s website does not fail to disappoint those 
with a wry sense of humour: 

“We are committed to building on the progress we have 
already made to create a system in which people can have 
confidence.. .We are building an immigration system fit for the 
21st century, one which benefits Britain.” 

I think I hardly need comment further. 

The UK Independence Party on the other hand is rather more 
ambiguous in its approach and I fear that there are some sensible, 
right-thinking people who might just be persuaded to fall for it. 
Their website proudly proclaims: 

“The UK Independence Party is calling for a five year freeze 
on immigration into Britain and a future policy that would see 
migrants controlled by a points system similar to that operated by 
Australia and New Zealand.” 

However, the latter half of this seemingly sensible suggestion 
sounds alarmingly similar to one of Labour’s propositions which 
can be found on their website under the blatantly misleading 
heading, ‘Winning the Fight for Britain’s future.’ Labour 
announced that they are delivering: 

“A new Australian-style points system (which began in 
February 2008) to ensure only those migrants we need can come 
to work and study in the UK.” 

So where does the British National Party stand on 
immigration? The BNP is the only party that advocates calling an 
immediate halt to all new immigration and the offering of 
generous grants to those of foreign descent here who wish to leave 
permanently. We believe in facing the facts: the current level of 
population is too high and there are steps that need to be taken to 
tackle it. This is a policy grounded in practical reality and is, we 
believe, very much in accordance with the true wishes of the 
British people. We cannot continue as a cohesive nation with our 
head buried in the sand in the vain expectation that our schools, 
hospitals, housing stock, financial resources and infrastructure 
will just somehow cope with the ever increasing demands that the 
rising levels of population are demanding. 

For too long this country has been governed by a self-serving, 
liberal political elite, who have no empathy with the harsh realities 
of life experienced by the very people by whom they were elected 
to serve. For too long, these politicians have ignored the legitimate 
feelings, needs and aspirations of the majority of the population 
of this country. For too long the media barons who support them 
have held the justifiable concerns of ordinary Britons in gross 
contempt. For too long they have placated us with sophistry and 
apparent subtle arguments. But now they ignore us at their peril! 
Because their own statistics bear out the message that we, the 
British National Party, have been saying for years: the problem of 
the changing face of London, and indeed Britain, is that this 
change has not been for the better. And unless something sensible 
is done about it soon, it will have changed forever. 
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Wildcat Strikes 



British Workers 




O ver the last month we have seen the BBC dirty tricks 

department in full action. From the deliberate distortion 
of the comments of British workers on the picket lines 
via duplicitous editing to the peddling of lies as facts on the news, 
the entire BBC state apparatus has swung into action to 
undermine the ‘British Jobs for British Workers’ movement. 

The favoured smear trick of the liberal media journalists both 
inside and outside the BBC has been to attack the British workers 
demonstrating outside their factories and places of work by saying 
that the strikes are ‘illegal’. This is supposedly correct as British 
and EU law says the contracts are legal and that EU law prohibits 
us preventing European workers from taking British jobs. 

For a start only a gutless, simpering liberal wet would even 
think for a second that a British government that served the 
interests of the British people would not act in the name of British 
workers. 

Regardless of what the damned EU says, we will act 
Their law is only our law as long as they govern us. 

When we govern ourselves once more, then we will 
impose our laws. 

A BNP government would, on the grounds of ensuring national 


» Lee Barnes, the BNP’s legal adviser, explains 
why the only way we can guarantee this is by 
immediate withdrawal from those EU laws 
controlling freedom of labour. Further more, he 
shows that recent strike action by British workers is 
not illegal. 


security and public order, order an immediate derogation from 
any EU laws, WTO laws, European law directives or regulations 
that allow British or foreign companies to bid for British contracts 
whose workforce is drawn solely from a foreign nation, whether 
in the EU or outside it, and we will also forbid the issuance or 
awarding of any contracts where British workers are not allowed 
to apply for first and obtain those jobs in Britain. 

The fact that the lip-trembling liberals on the left and Tory 
fops on the right are both supine before political correctness, and 
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will almost go into swoon when they read these proposals to put 
British workers first, simply tells us how debased our nation and 
politics has become. 

We in the BNP are British Nationalists. 

We place the interests of British workers first. 

All British workers, regardless of race, colour, creed or 
class will be put to the front of the queue for British jobs. 

At the same time as we impose our British Workers First Policy 
we will be taking action to ensure every illegal immigrant, every 
bogus asylum seeker, every economic migrant, every immigrant 
terrorist and political extremist, every visa overstayer, every illegal 
entrant, every naturalised convicted criminal and every sex slave 
or trafficked worker is removed from our nation. 

From Australian barmen to Zairean call centre workers, if you 
are here illegally then we will deport you as soon as we find you. 

The issue of deporting illegal entrants from our nation has 
nothing to do with racism - illegal entrants are of all races, creeds, 
colours and class. It is solely their legal status that concerns us, 
not their racial status. 

The media seek to portray and conflate the issue of foreign 
labour and illegal entrants with racism, yet this is a completely 
facile and bogus smear. 

The issue is solely about their legal status. 

The present laws that allow companies to bid for British contracts 
by undercutting the bids of British companies by using imported 
non-British labour are in breach of the Race Relations Acts as 
they discriminate against British workers on the grounds of their 
nationality, this being British. 

The failure of the companies who outsource their labour 
demands to allow British nationals to compete for those jobs in 
Britain where those jobs will be created, means those companies 
are directly discriminating against all British workers, as they have 
been denied the right to compete with foreign workers for those 
jobs. This attempt to ensure British workers cannot compete with 
foreign workers for British jobs is an escalating problem. From 
inserting statements such as ‘British workers are welcome to apply 
for jobs but they must be able to speak Polish, Lithuanian or 
Italian’ into job advertisements, to only advertising jobs in foreign 
trade journals, various businesses have sought to evade their duty 
under British law not to discriminate against British workers. 

Therefore the contracts themselves that are signed under 
such circumstances are unlawful ab initio under the Race 
Relations Acts. 

In order for the contracts to be legitimately and lawfully issued the 
contract bids should have reflected wages costs and associated 
labour costs based on including British workers employed in the 
UK who should have been able to compete for those jobs. The 
failure to include such British labour costings, and the fact that the 
bid costings were based solely on using imported cheaper foreign 
labour, means the contracts are void from the very beginning as 
being illegal under the Race Relations Acts. Illegal Contracts are 
void ab initio at common law provided the illegality was present at 
the time the contract was formed. 

Therefore all such contracts that barred British workers from 
applying for jobs, and that were based on costings predicated on 
barring or excluding British workers from jobs, must be 
terminated under contractual law and resubmitted for tender. Any 
costs incurred as a result of this delay must be borne by the 
contractors that submitted unlawful bids. 

The British workers on the picket lines are acting in 
defence of the law, not against the law. 

By peddling lies to the masses, the media is defaming British 


workers and seeking to undermine public support for the strikers. 
This being done in order to uphold the credibility of the political 
parties that the media push into power with its propaganda. 

These strikes are of immense importance to future labour 
relations and the rights of British workers. 

If British workers keep allowing the government and the 
European Union to walk over them, and the establishment 
controlled trades unions keep supporting the rights of foreign 
workers to take away British jobs, then our rights as British 
workers will be totally swept away. 

We must stand up now as a nation against the globalisation of 
our national labour market. 

The British government must act in the interests of British 
workers, their families and their children. The government must 
act to ensure the rights of British workers take precedence over the 
rights of foreign companies and foreign workers to profit from 
taking British jobs. 

The silence of the Socialists in the Socialist Workers Party is 
deafening, whilst the Left, the Tories and Liberals are either silent 
or even attacking the British workers! The Socialist Workers 
Party, the Labour Party, the Liberals and the Tories all despise the 
British workers - as they all support the globalisation of our 
nation and our work force. 

The very fact that the media seem shocked that a BNP 
government ‘dare’ act to protect the rights of British workers 
shows us how debased our nation has become. 

Whoever though the British people would be run by such 
fools, crooks, cowards and weaklings? It makes me ashamed to 
think they share my blood. 

Our nation needs a nationalist revolution. It needs it right 
now. 


British Workers Rise Up - Your Liberty Awaits! 
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» Tim Heydon describes how 
growth of ‘Human Rights’ is 
undermining English Common Law 
and progressively diminishing 
freedom throughout Britain. 
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Human Rights 


sex, or religion, they are a constant on 
which we can rely.” 

But under ‘Human Rights’ legislation, 
prisoners have the right to porn and gypsies 
have the right to squat. Children have rights 
which undermine parental rights. The 
parents of a Nottingham schoolgirl were 
kept in the dark while her school organised 
an abortion for her. Foreign terror suspects 
cannot be held without charge. They can 
live here on benefits paid for out of the 
hard-won earnings of the people they want 
to kill and maim. 

Take an individual like the Islamic 
cleric Abu Quatada, for example. Quatada 
arrived in Britain with his wife and five 
children on a forged passport, and though 
wanted in Jordan where he had been 
sentenced to life imprisonment for plotting 
to kill tourists, he was subsequently granted 
asylum. He proceeded to preach hatred of 
Jews and Christians and urged worshippers 
in the mosques he frequented to kill non- 
Muslims. And he is still here, still protected 
by Human Rights legislation and still living 
off the labour of the taxpayer whose 
country he hates. All of this, and many 
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T he Human Rights Act 1998 put 
through by Tony Blair which 
allowed people to “claim their rights 
under the European Convention of Human 
Rights in UK courts and tribunal without 
having to go to the European Court in 
Strasbourg” is described by the Home 
Office as “one of the most significant pieces 
of constitutional legislation enacted in the 
United Kingdom.” It was trumpeted by 
Jack Straw as “a major step in the creation 
of a culture of rights and responsibilities in 
our society.” 

The idea of ‘Human Rights’ as 
universal and good is regarded by the 
judiciary and the political class in general as 
self-evident. In a speech in Bangor in 2007, 
Lord Falconer, a crony of Blair’s who 
might have stepped out of a Gillray cartoon 
as the quintessence of overfed lawyerdom 
and who was successively Lord Chancellor, 
Secretary of State for Constitutional Affairs 
and Secretary for Justice, declared that 
Human Rights “are for everyone. They 
apply to everyone. They can be relied on by 
everyone. They are secured and guaranteed 
by the State, for all. Regardless of age, race, 
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similar cases, fly in the face of the public’s 
ideas of justice. 

There is a huge gulf between what the 
public wants and expects and what the 
political class is determined to see that it 
gets. This gulf arises ultimately from the 
deep differences between the British, or 
English, Common Law and legal system on 
the one hand and the legal traditions of the 
Continent and the Constitutional 
arrangements of the United States, favoured 
by the political class, on the other. The 
English Common Law is a democratic, built 
from the ground up system. It arose, not 
from decrees of high and dictatorial 
authority handed down to the people, as did 
such manufactured Continental systems as 
the Code Napoleon but, as the philosopher 
Roger Scruton has pointed out, “from local 
judgements made by those who regarded 
the king’s tenure of authority as dependent 
upon his undertaking to uphold 'the law of 
the land'” {England: An Elegy). It is not 
based on vague principles such as ‘Human 
Rights’, which can be interpreted at will to 
suit the political bias of judges. 

The Common Law is not written; it has 
built up over many centuries from the 
proceedings of the Anglo-Saxon moots on 
case law; that is, over centuries of 
judgements of specific cases based on the 
common sense and traditions of the people 
of the land. The judges who decided 
difficult cases did not make the law, as has 
been alleged. They discovered it in the 
already-existing law. And as it is rooted in 
binding precedent, it is less open to 
politicised abuse than is Continental Law. 

COMMON LAW SUPPORTS FREEDOM 

The from the ground up nature of the 
English Common Law has been vital in 
nourishing the English spirit; justice should 
be done for the individual regardless of the 
interests of power. Under the Common 
Law, whatever was not expressly forbidden 
was allowed. Under Continental systems, 
whatever was not allowed was forbidden. It 
is no wonder that where Continental people 
were held in subjection by their social and 
political superiors, their freedoms limited to 
what these superiors allowed them, the 
English considered themselves free people. 
They were characterised by their 
independence and their determination to 
stand up to power if justice demanded it. 
Their sense of freedom has been 
diminishing in recent decades with the 
weight of centralised legislation, in 
particular when politically correct. Now, it 
is receiving a further body blow with 
‘Human Rights’, handed down by our 
political masters, which purport to grant or 
underline rights, but whose covert function 
is to take them away. 

Given their origins in dictatorship and 
tyranny, it is no surprise that our political 
class, with its authoritarian tendencies and 
its contempt for ordinary people, finds 


Continental systems and attitudes so 
congenial, and the British people find them 
so alien and oppressive. For the removal of 
our freedoms and democratic rights which 
‘Human Rights’ entails is not simply 
incidental to a system of laws which well- 
intentioned but misguided leaders have 
foisted on the British people. It is the 
purpose of those laws, which are a 
calculated and deliberate act of oppression 
and dispossession. 

The politically correct do not want a 
legal system which is part and parcel of the 
culture of the English or the other nations 
of the United Kingdom. Such a legal 
system is utterly antipathetic to the 
multicultural or multiethnic agenda. They 
want a Continental system founded on an 
inhuman universalised ‘Reason’, a ‘neutral’ 
system which in reality they expect to serve 
up decisions which will suit their political 
agenda, and can easily be manipulated to 
do so. Their expectation is that under such 
an arrangement, the various ethnicities they 
are importing into the country will live 
happily, with no one ethnicity or culture 
and its legal system, including that of the 
British, having any greater power or 
authority than the rest. 

FAVOURS MINORITY INTERESTS 

So far from being for the mainstream and 
not for minorities only, as Lord Falconer 
asserted, although Human Rights 
legislation applies to everyone in the sense 
that all laws do, it has been put in place for 
the very purpose of favouring the interests 
of minorities against those of the majority. 

It is designed to circumvent popular opinion 
and democratic majority rights, to 
undermine the ancient basis of our laws in 
the history and character of the English, 
and to favour minority interests by referring 
conflicts to an ‘impartial’ system 
supposedly standing outside and above any 
one culture or ethnic interest, but where 
minority and individual interests are 
bolstered as against majority interests by 
being given equal weight, and tending to 
take precedence when they conflict. 

This arrangement is also anti¬ 
democratic in that it is subject to 
interpretation by a few judges who are 
likely to have been chosen by the political 
elite for the very reason that they display 
the right kind of political bias. It is intended 
that there will be a double bias against 
majority interests and their ancient laws and 
traditions: in the nature of the legislation 
itself and in the nature of the judges who 
administer it. Thus, Human Rights 
legislation in the hands of these judges is a 
skilfully designed tool to aid in the 
destruction of the essence of the English 
spirit, the removal of huge swathes of 
debate and decision making from the public 
arena and the handing over of it to these 
complaisant lawyers. It is a means by which 
the liberal left has hoped to ensure that, 


whatever political party is in power, its own 
preferences will continue to shape Britain. 
‘Human Rights’ legislation was and is 
essential to the agenda of dispossessing the 
British people of their country, their identity 
and their hard-won democratic rights. It is 
in short a dictatorial measure, oppressive of 
the British people in intent and execution, 
sly, insinuating and evil, a malignant, 
deadly enemy of the most successful and 
decent legal and political system the world 
has ever seen. 

The sheer cynicism of the liberal left in 
the matter of their ‘Human Rights’ agenda 
is further revealed when we ask about the 
origin of the ‘Human Rights’ idea and why 
the liberal left cottoned on to its possibilities 
in furthering their aims. The liberal left’s 
espousal of ‘Human Rights’ almost 
comically contradicts what are now, for 
most, its own most fundamental nihilist 
principles which deny the truth of religion 
and/or its place in the making of public 
policy. Charles Beitz, Professor of Politics 
at the University of Princeton, points out 
(What Human Rights Mean) that The 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights 
adopted by the UN General Assembly in 
1948 and upon which the European 
Convention of Human Rights is based, has 
no theoretical foundation. It merely asserts 
that there is an ‘inherent dignity’ in being 
human and declares certain values to be 
human, and leaves people in the various 
cultures to come up with their own reasons 
to support the declaration’s practical 
requirements. Beitz says, “The absence of 
an official theory of Human Right is an 
embarrassment.” The origin of the Human 
Rights idea should certainly be an 
embarrassment to the secularist liberal left, 
because the truth of the matter is that 
‘Human Rights’ are derived from Western 
Christianity and have no ultimate meaning 
without religion and Christianity in 
particular. 

While the idea of Human Rights is 
variously ascribed to the eighteenth century 
philosopher Immanuel Kant or to the 
seventeenth century philosopher John 
Locke, ultimately, ‘Human Rights’ derive 
from the medieval Christian idea of natural 
law as reflecting on earth the glory of the 
law of God in Heaven. In any case, as 
Walter Pannenberg of the University of 
Munich reminds us ( When Everything is 
Permitted ), Kant, in his Critique of Pure 
Reason , adhered to the view that moral 
conduct presupposed religion and the 
connection between God and morality was 
also maintained by Locke (and indeed by 
Rousseau). Other philosophers tried to 
detach morality from religion. But the 
Utilitarian philosopher Jeremy Bentham, 
who did not accept that natural rights were 
derived from natural law, surely had it right 
when he argued that once natural rights 
were detached from divine law they were 
based on nothing at all - hence his famous 
remark that talk of rights was “nonsense on 
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Human Rights 


stilts.” But even if one were to accept the 
influential twentieth century British 
philosopher G. H. Moore’s contention 
(Principia Ethica) that moral judgments are 
intuitions that can be neither demonstrated 
nor refuted by rational argument, God is 
still in the frame. For it is then, as 
Pannenberg points out, reasonable to view 
moral norms as merely emotion-driven 
preferences. 

Without religion, although we are 
emotionally inclined to do so, there is no 
reason on earth why we should pay any 
attention to our own preferences, still less 
expect others to do so. All we might have is 
the power to coerce others whose 
preferences are different from ours, to 
conform to our own. And this is precisely 
what the secularist liberal left is doing when 
it imposes its own preferences: political 
correctness and ‘Human Rights’. It makes a 
claim of a binding morality while doing so, 
a claim to which it is not entitled. 

It cannot make any such claim because 
liberal left nihilism, the foundation of 
political correctness, takes the view that 
there is no ultimate meaning or absolute 
good and evil in the universe, because, it is 
claimed, there is no God and only religion 
can give such meaning. Because there is no 
absolute standard of good and evil, which 
only religion can give, the ideas of them we 
have are only relative. So if human beings 
see meaning in life, it is because they have 
given this meaning to it themselves. 
Therefore if, for example, we see intrinsic 
differences in worth between cultures, the 
sexes, races, or individuals, we have given 
this meaning to them. They don’t really 
exist - they are ‘constructs’ which arise 
merely because they suit the book of 
oppressors. This proposition is self- 
defeating, because if morality is not fixed 
but relative, varying from person to person 
and group to group according to culture 
and circumstance, the politically correct 
cannot then hold that anything has any 
ultimate intrinsic moral worth, including 
political correctness itself. You cannot be a 
moral relativist and at the same time hold 
that there are moral absolutes or binding 
ethical preferences, such as ‘Human 
Rights’. It is not for nothing that Fyodor 
Dostoyevsky, the great nineteenth century 
Russian novelist, remarked that, in a 
godless world, “nothing then would be 
immoral; everything would be permissible, 
even cannibalism.” 

HUMAN RIGHTS IS ‘DOUBLETHINK’ 

But such considerations of total 
contradiction do not seem to bother the 
liberal left, which time and again 
demonstrates instances of Orwell’s 
‘Doublethink’: the capacity to hold two 
conflicting opinions at once. It took its ideas 
about the efficacy of Human Rights as 
judged by lawyers as a means of furthering 
its own political agenda from the way the 



US Supreme Court acted in the interests of 
liberalism in the United States. Robert H 
Bork, a former professor at Yale Law 
School, who was not liberal enough to be 
selected to sit on the U.S. Supreme Court, 
wrote on the liberal bias of that court. 

In a chapter of his book Slouching 
towards Gomorrah , Bork demonstrated how 
politically biased Supreme Court Justices 
used their position to push a liberal agenda 
with judgments on the American 
Constitution and its amendments, 
contorting their plain meaning to favour 
radical individualism and inventing rights 
‘out of thin air.’ 

In the chapter, titled ‘The Supreme 
Court as an Agent of Modern Liberalism,’ 
Bork wrote: “The (Supreme) Court in 
modern times has regularly maximised 
individual rights against the corporate rights 
of all intermediate institutions ... When 
liberty and equality come into conflict, the 
Court almost always prefers equality, even 
in its modern, corrupt, egalitarian form.” 
This, Bork goes on, “is a mood that cannot 
be derived from the Constitution. It is 
approved however by the intellectual class.” 

It is no wonder that, when 
contemplating the example of the American 
Supreme Court as a powerful political 
weapon in the hands of biased liberal 
judges, especially since the 1960s, British 
liberal leftists in power, many of whom are 
1960s and 1970s radicals, favour ‘Human 
Rights’ adjudicated by biased judges and 
ultimately by a foreign, politicised Court. .” 


And the ‘Human Rights’ legislation and the 
European Court is only part of it. As Bork 
remarks, “It is instructive that in the United 
Kingdom, the primary proponents of 
adopting a written constitution and the 
power of judicial review of legislation are 
the Labour Party and intellectuals.” 

The ‘Human Rights’ idea emerged at 
the end of the Second World War as a 
legitimate assertion of the dignity of 
humanity in the face of the revulsion felt by 
the activities of the atheistic Nazis and 
Japanese, to provide a basis for opposition 
to such gross abuses as genocide, state 
torture and so on. 

It has since been seized upon by the 
liberal left as a means of furthering their 
political agenda and taken far beyond the 
intentions of those who signed the United 
Nations Declaration to the extent that its 
effects are now being felt in the minutiae of 
our daily lives. ‘Human Rights’ now 
masquerade as neutral, benevolent and 
rights-giving, but in the British context they 
are biased, malignant and freedom- 
destroying. Lord Falconer’s assertion that 
“they are a constant on which we can rely” 
is false, except perhaps in that they may be 
relied upon to be constantly liberal left in 
orientation, if the plans of ‘progressives’ go 
as planned. 

Those of this nation’s ruling elite who 
wish to utterly destroy and dispossess the 
British people and undermine their ancient 
laws through ‘Human Rights’ legislation are 
guilty of the most evil acts ever perpetrated. 
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Knowledge is Power! 
Excalibur Books offers a wide range of 
informative books on the issues which 
directly affect YOU. 
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David Conway 


Virtual Caliphate 

Islamic extremists and their websites 
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A Nation of Immigrants? A Brief Demographic History of 
Britain (David Conway). Using genetic, archaeological and 
historical evidence, this book shows that the British people are 
NOT a "nation of immigrants" but a highly homogenous group 
with roots going back millennia. S/C 104 pp. £9.00 

The Immigration Invasion: How Third World Immigration 
is Destroying the First World and What Must be Done to 
Stop It (Arthur Kemp). A shocking book detailing the full extent 
of the Third World immigration wave which is swamping the 
Western World. Shows that, if left unchecked, the First World will 
be overrun within the next 50 years. S/C 140 pp. £13.14 

Virtual Caliphates - Islamic Extremists and Their Websites 

(James Brandon). Shows how Islamic extremists in the UK have 
websites circumventing anti-terrorism laws to spread their ideas, 
co-ordinate activities and recruit. S/C 111 pp. £9.60 

Jihad: Islam's 1,300 Year War on Western Civilisation (Arthur 
Kemp). Puts the current crisis into historical perspective, showing 
that instead of being a "religion of peace," violent Islam has, in 
fact, been waging war on all its self-appointed opponents since its 
inception. Highly recommended. S/C 72 pp. £9.45 




JIHAD 

ISLAM'S 1,300 YEAR 
WAR ON WESTERN 
CIVILISATION 


THE IMMIGRATION 

INVASION 


England and the Need for Nations (Roger Scruton). The nation 
state provides the surest model for peace, prosperity, and the 
defence of human rights. Shows how the EU threatens this. S/C 
63 pp. £10.20 

A Cost too Far (Ian Milne). Shows that Britain's membership of 
the EU costs more than £40 billion p.a. not including the costs of 
the Common Fisheries Policy and our chronic goods trade deficit. 
Shows that Tory/Labour talk of'lost jobs' is just scaremongering: 
S/C 97 pp. £10.50 

The Public and the Police (Harriet Sergeant). Shows how 
Britain's police forces are crippled by political correctness and 
impossible "performance targets." Based on a genuine police 
officer's accounts, shows what decades of Tory/Labour policies 
have done. 

S/C 84 pp. £6.50 

The Retreat of Reason: Political Correctness and the 
Corruption of Public Debate in Modern Britain (Anthony 
Browne). A devastating expose of the effects of Political Correctness 
and its poisonous effect of public debate in modern Britain. Has 
the left squealing in horror. S/C 121 pp. £11.40 




The Retreat of Reason 


2nd 


Isis 

Anthony Brown* 


All prices include postage and packaging. 


Cheques/Postal Orders payable to "Excalibur" 

Order by mail from Excalibur, P.O. Box 158, Deeside, CH5 2WW 
Online at http://excalibur.bnp.org.uk 
Or by telephone at 0871 0500 242 
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The selection of covers on these pages are some of the 
best from the last few years. They deal with a range of 
topics - from white history, white slavery, electoral targets, 
the economy and the two court trials that myself and Nick 
Griffin were involved in from 2004 until 2006 - one even 
saw the river Thames turn to blood to echo the famous 
speech made by Enoch Powell. If you like what you see, 
please feel free to go to www.identitymagazine.org.uk to 
view our growing archive of past articles and artwork. 


Richard Barnbrook’s GLA victory in May 2008 was 
the inspiration behind this pop-art cover of Richard 
looking out over a red, white and blue London. 


ffWTRffWIyTmifHffll 





























































m III II Ml—iMM I 111— ■ ■ I 


Retrospective 


id 


Issue 100 



Magazine of the Briti 


lational P< 




Nicfc Gntj 
this is on" 


Christine Hanson writes at 
toss or lire in Iraq r 


Mich Ottffln lays out 

a plan to build ‘Strongholds 
of nationalist influenceJH 


Tho SortgofielO by-olocti 
suit and analysis 


Is global warming just] 


.mci'chs 

Jivoiiian 


ThisfMontHg* 


Magazine of 


lal Party 


This Month 


Sttfabkled by Guilt] 


This Month 


\oudia 


lBr.itaith i nRewxlj, 


\ 


MM 

gHtiaSttq 

jgjgMjgjMl 

llllglplg§ll|M 


The BNP’s exposure of the Peak Oil 
crisis was a running theme, this 
piece of artwork was not only eye¬ 
catching but was also copied by 
several mainstream publications. 
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Britain 


Magazine of the 8ritish National Party 
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Two of our popular covers were based on early ’80s 
computer games Tetris and Space Invaders, the 
latter a joke at the expense of the Home Office who 
had been caught using illegal immigrant workers. 
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Education 


H ere we go again, yet another British institution is accused | 
of institutional racism. This time it is the English 
education system. Apparently researchers have 
I uncovered evidence that white teachers are underestimating the 
abilities of some black pupils and consequently not placing them 
I in the higher tier GSCE examinations. 

Dr Steve Strand from Warwick University, the author of the 
study, said: “After accounting for all the measured factors, the 
underrepresentation is specific to this one ethnic group and 
indicates that, all other things being equal, for every three white 
British pupils entered for the higher tiers, only two black 
Caribbean pupils are entered.” As a result of this in 2007 44.9% 
of Black Caribbean pupils achieved 5 or more A-C grades 
compared to 57.3% nationally. 

He concludes that ‘institutional racism’ and low expectations 
by teachers explain the missing black Caribbean students from the 
top tier exams. 

Dr Strand does not hesitate to explain what he means by 
institutional racism. He states that: “by institutional racism I 
mean organizational arrangements that may have a 
disproportionately negative impact on some ethnic groups.” 

He believes that teachers' judgements of pupils' academic 
abilities could be warped by behavioural problems. According to 
him teachers perceive that black Caribbean pupils are more 
confrontational and less well behaved. 

Strand’s research was based on the Longitudinal Study of 
Young People in England, managed by the Department for 
Children, Schools and Families in 2007. 

Of course this is not the first time that the education system in 
England has been accused of institutional racism. Back in 1999 
the then Chairman of the Commission for Racial Equality, Sir 
Herman Ouselely, said the same thing. Diane Abbot, speaking at 
a conference on the underachievement of black pupils in London 
schools in May 2003, also accused the English education system 
of institutional racism. 

RACISM AGAINST WHITE PUPILS 


» Matthew Roberts argues that institutional 


racism negatively affects white working class 


youngsters far more than Afro-Caribbeans. 


There can be no doubt that institutional racism does exist in the 
education system in England but, as I shall demonstrate, it works 
against white working class pupils rather than pupils from Afro 
Caribbean backgrounds. A brief examination of the facts easily 
demonstrates this. 

The most successful pupils in our education system are the 
Chinese, who in 2006 had the highest attainment rates with some 
79.3% getting five good GSCEs. This without a Chinese History 
Month or any additional funding! The figure for Indian pupils was | 
71.4%, again no special privileges for this group in the form of 
additional funding or an Indian History month. Clearly racism is 
not a problem for these pupils. 

Black Caribbean girls outperformed Caribbean boys by 16.5 
percentage points in 2006. The girls from black African 
backgrounds did better than white boys: 56.1% getting five good 
GCSEs compared to 52.6%. The biggest improvement at GCSE 
level was among Bangladeshi children, 56.2% of whom got five 
good GCSEs. 

Do black Caribbean girls experience less racism that black 
boys? Does this perhaps explain their better performance? Why 
doesn't racism impact on the performance of black African girls 
who in fact did better than white boys? Why have Bangladeshi 
children now overtaken Caribbean boys and white boys? The 
accusation that the education system is institutionally racist is 
absurd. Let us examine the real reasons why black Caribbean boys | 
underachieve. 

According to those who accuse the education system of 
racism, teachers apparently perceive that black boys are disruptive 
and ill-disciplined. Notice how these liberals use the word 
perceive, as if teachers are not seeing a real phenomenon taking 
place, but are just imagining it! 

Unfortunately for these liberal researchers the evidence that 


black boys are poorly disciplined is well documented. For 
example black Caribbean and mixed black/white Caribbean 
children are excluded at rates three times greater than that for 
white children. Figures published by the Department for 
Education 2006 showed that the rate of permanent exclusions for 
Afro-Caribbean children was four in 10,000 compared with 1.3 for | 
white British pupils. Chinese pupils had the lowest rates of 
exclusion 0.2 followed by Indian children at 0.5, Bangladeshi at 
0.8 and Pakistani at 1. The reality is that 1,000 black pupils are 
permanently excluded from school each year and 30,000 each 
I year for fixed periods. 

An interesting response to the Warwick study came from 
I Tony Sewell, a black university lecturer and writer, who said that 
too many black boys are influenced by a dominant peer group 
culture which appears more attractive to them than hard work and I 
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NO HISTORICAL ROOTS 


study. Indeed! He went on to say that the research was 
irresponsible and that it undermined the hard work that teachers 
did and made blacks articulate victims. Well done Mr Sewell. 

FATHERLESS FAMILIES 

Of course the real reasons that black boys underachieve, apart 
from those outlined above, are that too many of them come from 
families without a father. Some 63% of blacks are raised in 
fatherless families in the United Kingdom. Many of these families 
have been described as turbulent. Without appropriate male role 
models these boys grow up without the discipline and guidance of 
a father. Black girls, on the other hand, see their mothers as role 
1 models. 

Too many young black males do not see the importance of y 


! As I said earlier, I agree that the education system is racist but that | 
it is only racist against white working class boys. How can one 
ethnic group receive additional funding and another not? This is 
discrimination and it is totally acceptable because the victims here 
are white! Can you imagine the outcry if the situation were 
reversed? 

So why are white boys failing to reach their potential? There 
i are many reasons for this including the breakdown of the family, 
poverty and low expectations from both parents and pupils. In my 
I opinion we need to look at the way our young people are being 
I alienated from their historical roots and their culture. 

Multicultural education positively promotes black and ethnic 
I history and culture but denigrates British culture. White working 
I class boys are being disinherited of their culture and their history 
and they are made to feel guilty for the supposed crimes of their 
ancestors. Their role models are ridiculed and they are losing their 
sense of place and identity. Their sense of pride in who they are is 
being slowly destroyed. The psychological damage done to young 
white boys as a result of the deculturalisation of Britain is 
alienating many of them from the education system which no 
i longer instils them with pride and identity. They see no future for 
I themselves in a society that has abandoned them in favour of 
1 ethnic minorities. 

Work that historically was available to them has been taken by 
immigrants who will work for a much lower wage, and of course 
many jobs have now been outsourced abroad leaving many white 
working class boys with a bleak outlook regarding their future 
work prospects. 

Local authorities up and down the country continually 
discriminate against whites and favour ethnic minorities instead. 
Even the police force has stopped recruiting white officers for a 
period of time so that ethnic recruitment can take place to ensure 
that the makeup of the police reflects the ethnic composition of 
society. 

It is vital that our education system is free from political 
correctness and revisionist history so that we can teach our young 
boys the truth about their history and make them proud of who 
and what they are. This will mean an overhaul of the curriculum 
and the sacking of Marxist and Neo-Marxist teachers who have 
no real interest in educating our young people but instead want to 
use the education system as a means of social engineering to 
realise their utopian dreams. 


education as a way of improving their life chances, which is 
I primarily due to the fact that they believe society is racist and that 
I they cannot make it in a society that discriminates against them. I 
can understand why some of them feel this way given that they 
are constantly being told that they are victims of racism and 
discrimination by white liberals and professional black race 
hustlers who seek to promote a victim mentality amongst blacks 
I and other ethnic minorities. 

In contrast to the constant accusations of racism against the 
! education system and the handwringing by the liberal 
establishment over black underachievement, there is an almost 
I deathly silence about the underachievement of white working 
! class boys. 

According to further research from Warwick University, 
“white British pupils are now the most polarized ethnic group in 
terms of attainment.” The report further states that “white British 
| pupils living in disadvantaged circumstances are the lowest 
I attaining group.” 

So what has been done about this state of affairs you might 
ask? Well, absolutely nothing! When ethnic minorities are 
underachieving they are allocated resources and additional 
funding. For example, black students can receive extra money in 
I the form of an Ethnic Minority Achievement Grant. However 
there is no corresponding grant for white students who are 
underachieving! 
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^ Internet 2 



□ Councillor Mark Burke of BNPtv believes that a closer 
examination of the BECTA report (briefly commented upon in 
John Bean’s Nationalist Notebook, November 08) shows that 
Internet 2 could work to nationalists' advantage. 


B oth Simon Bennett and I have disagreed with the original 
interpretation of the BECTA Report in Identity. I also have 
a different view of Internet 2, which is, in fact, a long 
overdue overhaul of the current, hopelessly limited, twisted 
copper wire-based Internet that must be replaced by optical cable 
as soon as possible in order for business, etc. to develop at the rate 
it needs. Additionally, we can all benefit from this exciting new 
development, which includes such advantages as speeds of 25mbs 
plus. This is something which has been enjoyed by our French 
colleagues for 20 years now, albeit mostly in big cities. 

There will not be any restrictions in the way that was touted 
as Big Business does not want this and political parties, certainly 
in the UK, would fight as one if the incumbent Government of 
the day were to use its temporary power to limit such sites. (I am 
sorry if experience tends to make me suspicious of such altruism. 

- Editor) Any such references in the BECTA report are inferring to 
harmful material, such as porn (over 50 percent of Internet traffic 
is based on this), plus a host of sites that are clearly outside of the 
spectrum of acceptability (i.e. Islamist extremists and others that 
can/do incite hatred or revolution). 

The roll-out of WiFi in certain cities enables future IT 
technology to take advantage of Internet based services 
competing with TV/Retail outlets. Internet 2 and WiFi offer 
enormous opportunities for the BNR We can use them to bypass 
the Government controlled mass media - and there is nothing they 
can do about it. 

DIGITAL DIVIDE 

The BECTA report is clearly aimed at the all important subject of 
the digital divide that is developing in the UK, where the children 
of families who are below a certain income threshold suffer due to 
the lack of funds. This number is not insignificant and is a 
growing cause for concern as IT skills for the 21st Century are 
seen as such a cornerstone in education. 

The report identifies that in order for this to be addressed, the 
Government, Business and Education should all work together to 
offset the imbalance and effectively educate not only the children 
but also the parents, as their IT skills/knowledge is acknowledged 
as also being poor. 


The report constantly stresses terms like optional, cooperation 
and suggestive, contrary to the seemingly coercive nature that is 
implied in the article in Identity. (Yes, and so does most of the 
Marxist teaching that has come down from the thirties Frankfurt 
school - Editor) 

For example, given that the three options offered to those 
identified as being below the line of financial capability, namely 
ownership, leasing or borrowing, it came as no surprise that 
overwhelmingly the 500 plus respondents to the online 
questionnaire chose the last as being optimum to their 
circumstances. 

Not many are able to keep up with technological advances 
simply because they cannot afford to continually replace 
hardware. Seen in this light, leasing with an option to continually 
upgrade is a viable alternative for a market which is financially 
incapable of high ticket value purchases even at the best of times. 

Another point to bear in mind is that the success of this 
concept depends on the parents in these low-income families 
assisting their children in accessing technology. Their 
socioeconomic status is, however, the very reason why their 
offspring are unable to access any of this technology in the first 
place. More often than not, the parents would need just as much 
help to stay updated as their children would. 

Finally, the experiment's ultimate success relies on the active 
and generous support of the business community. Given the 
current economic climate, even the most well-intentioned of 
businesses are likely to put profit-making projects at the top of 
their priority list. 

The various systems mentioned which would supposedly 
restrict access are things which only PCs themselves can do, be 
they pop-up blockers, malware checkers and parent-installed 
censorship programmes. There is no indication that certain 
political sites will automatically be blocked. 

The documents, and references throughout, are aimed at 
helping those most in need, of which our party has a fair share 
with lower incomes. Anything that offsets this IT imbalance is 
more of a benefit to us than a hindrance. I, for one, hope that this 
venture succeeds, as anything which spreads IT literacy will 
ultimately be beneficial to the party. 

Roll on BECTA and Internet 2! 
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KNOWLEDGE IS POWER 


WHEN EUROPEANS WERE VICTIMS . . . 


Europeans are continually bombarded with reminders of the trans-Atlantic slave trade and colonialism. 
All the ills affecting ethnic communities today are often blamed on the legacy of those times—but 
nothing is ever said of when Europeans were the victims of slavery, imprisonment, war and terror—and 
no European people attempt to blame their social ills upon long gone events . . . 



White Gold: The Extraordinary Story of Thomas Pellow and North Africa's 
One Million European Slaves (Giles Milton). The true story of the Muslim slave 
trade in Europeans, focussed on the actual story of the capture in 1716 of a Cornish 
cabin boy named Thomas Pellow and fifty-one of his comrades by the Muslim Barbary 
corsairs. Sold as a slave, Pellow was enslaved for 23 years—but 
survived to tell his shocking tale. S/C 316 pp. £9.59 


White Cargo (Michael Walsh). "The long-lasting effects of slavery" 
are used to blame whites for problems affecting the black 
community to this day — yet rarely is anything said about the 
^ trade in white slaves, which flourished at the same time. This 
revolutionary book uses letters, diaries, and court and government 
archives to demonstrate that the brutalities so often associated 
only with black slavery were perpetrated on whites as well. S/C 320 pp. £13.14 


DON JORDAN ind 
MICHAEL WALSH 


WHITE 

CARGO 


The Forgotten History of 
Britain's White Staves in Amenta 


The Black Hole of Calcutta (Noel Barber). The infamous Black 
Hole of Calcutta incident took place on June 21, 1756, when 123 
English prisoners suffocated to death on the orders of Siraj-ud-Daula, Nawab (ruler) 
of Bengal. This incident spurred England on to take control of that continent. S/C 272 
pages. £9.59 


THE BLACK 
HOLE OF 
CALCUTTA 

NOEL BARBER 


The Wolves of Islam-Russia and the Faces of Chechen Terror 

(Paul Murphy). Have you ever wondered who is behind the 
continuing terrorist atrocities in Russia? This book reveals the 
truth behind terrorism in modern Russia and the radical Middle 
Eastern origin Islamist terrorists behind the continuing conflict in 
Chechnya. Vital to understanding modern Russia, and the threat 
which Islam poses to that nation. S/C 281 pp. £14.00 
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Russia and the Faces of Chechen Terror 

PAUL MURPHY 
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The Fall Of Constantinople: The Ottoman Conquest of 
Byzantium (David Nicolle). The Christian citadel of Byzantium 
fought for survival against hordes of Muslim attackers for nearly 
six centuries, until, in the mid-15th century, the last emperor Constantine XI saw the 
city seized by the Islamic Turks. A dramatic and blood-stained story of Muslim 
aggression. H/B 256 pp. £21.60 

The End of Barbary Terror: America's 1815 War Against 
the Pirates of North Africa (Frederick Leiner). The Muslim slave 
trade in Europeans was only ended when the United States of 
America sent a naval task force to attack the Islamic Barbary 


pirates off the coast of North Africa in 1812. A real-life naval adventure, a story of I ‘ 
Islamic terrorism, white slavery, poison gas, diplomatic intrigue, and battles with 
pirates on the high seas. H/B 256 pages. £21.60 

All prices include postage and packaging. 

Cheques/Postal Orders payable to "Excalibur" 

Order by mail from Excalibur, P.O. Box 158, Deeside, CH5 2WW 
Online at http://excalibur.bnp.org.uk 
Or by telephone at 0871 0500 242 









News Commentary 


John Bean’s Nationalist Notebook 





British Jobs For British 
Workers 

The BNP belief that the so- 
called differences offered by 
the established party 
triumvirate is a myth has 
again been justified in their 
I attitude to the recent 
British workers’ wildcat 
l strikes in an attempt to 
protect British jobs from 
I unfair foreign 

competition. The Lib- 
I Lab-Con has 

unanimously warned our 
workforce that they must 
not be xenophobic and 
that the very concept of 
protectionism in 
relation to jobs is an 
evil that “plays into the 
hands of the BNP”. They tell us that global 
action is the only way out of the economic disaster facing us, yet it 
is globalism itself that caused it. It is globalism that has seen 
250,000 Britons lose their jobs in the last three months bringing a 
total in excess of 2 million unemployed while 200,000 immigrants 
have come in to take most of the remaining jobs. 

Like the majority of the strikers at Total’s Lindsey oil refinery, 
where the wildcat strikes first began, the BNP has nothing against 
fellow Europeans such as Italians, Portuguese or Poles, but it is 
through EU rules that we have seen the influx of European 
welders and pipefitters to take jobs that have been refused to 
British unemployed refinery workers with years of experience. It 
should be noted, however, that more than 151,000 people from 
outside the EU were given permission to work in Britain last year. 
That was a 17% increase on the 140,000 handed out during the 
whole of 2007. Indians were the largest recipients of work permits 
at almost 50,000. 

The Daily Telegraph recently reported that almost all the 
growth in new jobs over the past seven years could be accounted 
for by immigrants. There were 1.34 million more people in work 
than in 2001 but the number of British-born workers fell by 
62,000 over the same period. It also emerged in January that there 
were at least 170,000 more migrant workers than official figures 
suggest because of undercounting in the employment statistics. 

Since Lindsey and the supportive wildcat strikes that took 
place elsewhere, including Scotland, Wales and Ulster, there has 
been the abrupt dismissal of 800 agency workers at BMW’s Mini 
production plant at Cowley, and the growing resentment at 
Cammell Laird’s Birkenhead shipyard, where ship fitting 
contractor Trimline is bussing in Polish workers for work on a 
Royal Fleet Auxiliary vessel. 

What do the established trade unions say about all this? Their 
response has been to conform to New Labour’s globalist doctrine. 
The Unite union sold the workers a pup when they got the strikers 
to return to work because the union had got the Total 
management at Lindsey to allocate 102 jobs to local British 
workers. The fact is that these 102 jobs were already secure and 
the management had expected that they would have to allocate as 
much as 700 jobs to locals! 

The BNP, and the independent new trade union Solidarity 
(see p.2) have been very active in supporting the wildcat strikers. 

As Scottish Herald writer Ian MacWhirter wrote in his paper on 
February 2: “In the 1930s, the Jarrow Crusade marched on 
London to demand work; now in 2009, they will be marching to 


demand foreigners are sent home. The British National Party is 
finally in from the cold - inheritor of the great tradition of British 
industrial militancy.” 


Lloyds’ Bankers and the Labour Party 

As this issue goes to press the hard-pressed British taxpayer has a 
43 per cent stake in Lloyds Banking Group, which last month 
announced a £1 lbn loss, mainly due to the takeover of HBOS 
(formerly the Halifax Building Society). As directors and senior 
staff prepare to join others at the City banksters trough to enjoy 
their bonuses - even if somewhat reduced, Lloyds has dismissed as 
“tosh” speculation that it will be nationalised, despite the fact it 
had already gobbled up half the £17bn cash (our money) pumped 
in by the Government at the beginning of the year. 

Could Lloyds Group’s confidence that Gordon Brown will 
not nationalise them be due to the strong links with the Labour 
Party of Lloyds Chairman Sir Victor Blank? Sir Victor was 
Chairman of Trinity Mirror from 1999-2006, which is virtually 
the media propaganda wing of the Labour Party and which leads 
an attack upon the BNP based on half-truths and down right lies. 
He is also still involved with the Labour Friends of Israel 
organisation. 

It is not just Lloyds Group, but wherever you look at British 
and Western banking in general, none of them seems to want to 
fully disclose the extent of their sub-prime liabilities. As we have 
said before this was the trigger that set off the inevitable collapse 
of the globalist financial system. Just to remind you this arose 
from the setting up, via Democrat-sponsored Freddy Mac and 
Fannie Mae, of cheap mortgages to poor Blacks and Mexican 
immigrants, who have now become known as NINJAS - No 
Income, No Jobs, No Security. 

It is all very well for President Obama to vent his anger on the 
US bankers who, like ours, are still claiming their big bonuses, but 
according to the Sunday Telegraph 01.02.09,Obama played a 
curious part in the sub-prime debacle. At the heart of it was a 
1995 amendment to the Community Reinvestment Act which 
required banks to lend the money to the millions of poor and 
guaranteed by Freddie Mac and Fannie Mae. “No one 
campaigned more actively for this change to the law than Mr 
Obama, as a young but already influential Chicago politician.... 
And in 2005 no one more actively opposed moves to halt Fannie 
Mae's reckless guarantees than Senator Obama. And as the 
official records show, no senator received more donations from 
Fannie Mae than he did.” 


“I’m Progressive - Not a Right-winger” 
says Cameron 

With the mounting unpopularity of Gordon 
Brown and the Labour party one would 
expect to see the Tories sweeping the council 
by-elections that have been held this year. 
Where BNP candidates have stood, notably 
in Newcastle-on-Tyne, Cumbria, 

Manchester, and Bexley it is the BNP that 
picked up the dissatisfied former Labour 
vote to propel it into second place in each 
seat. In fact in Bexley, where BNP’s 
Michael Barnbrook missed winning by 
only eight votes, he also picked up many 
former Conservative voters in this Tory 
stronghold. 

The reason for this lack of 
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enthusiasm by former Tory voters must be that they are beginning 
to see that there is no “clear water” between any of the major 
parties, who fully justify the BNP's generic label of the Lib-Lab- 
Con party. Their leader, Dave hug-a-hoody Cameron, in a speech 
to think-tank Demos on January 21 st last, made a direct pitch to 
Labour and Lib Dem voters and declared himself a “progressive 
Conservative”. He said that its four aims were a fair society, a 
green environment, safety for citizens and equal opportunity. 

Well, there is nothing wrong with any of that, but it hardly 
represents the key political issues of the day although, being 
generous, 'safety' could mean more attention to controlling crime. 
Surely, people would want to see that a party is going to give main 
emphasis on doing something about: the economic crisis with its 
growing unemployment; the problems related to mass 
immigration; whether or not we should try, at a minimum, to 
modify the effects of EU legislation which now supersedes 
anything from our Parliament. The BNP answer of withdrawal 
from the EU is, of course, the only real way out of this last 
problem. 

Now that the 'big beast' Ken Clarke is back on the front bench as 
the shadow business secretary, it is a fair bet that the Tory party 
will now be more pro-EU than ever. In 
a speech at University of 
Nottingham last month he said: 

“Obama doesn’t want his strongest 
European ally led by as Right-wing 
nationalist, he wants them to be a key 
player inside Europe, and he’ll start 
looking at whoever is in Germany or 
France if we start being isolationist”. 

In case you are still falling about 
laughing at the suggestion of Dave 
boy being a ‘Right-wing nationalist’, 
he quickly made it clear at his speech 
at Demos that “I’m progressive, not a 
Right-winger”. 




Darwin on ‘Favoured Races’ 

The bicentenary of Charles Darwin’s 
birth has led to renewed discussion of 
his Origin of Species , particularly 
between evolutionists and the 
creationists who follow the strict 
interpretation of the Bible's account of 
the Universe being made by God in seven days just 6,000 years 
ago. Surely, the countless skeletal and fossilised remains of so 
many animal species, including early man, going back a million 
years or more indicates that we have arrived by evolution. To 
support Darwinism - even with reservations - does not mean that 
one is denying the existence of God, Christian or otherwise. 
Although he gently criticised some aspect of Christian 

fundamentalism, nowhere did Darwin deny God’s existence 
or attack Christianity. 

A reservation on Darwin’s theory of evolution, 
which I hold, is that a satisfactory explanation is still 
lacking over the fact that after many imperceptible 
genetic changes in a species there should suddenly be 
a big jump in change, creating the beginning of 
| virtually a new species? Is this the work of some 
| hidden force, perhaps the same force that created the 
| big bang where it all started? We will leave this to the 
{ theologians. 

In the numerous media articles on Darwin nowhere 
f does its full subtitle appear: On the Origin of species by 
means of natural selection or the preservation of favoured races 
in the struggle for life. The use of the word “races”, and 
“favoured “ones at that, which appeared in the original 
subtitle is anathema to today’s egalitarian, multiracial 



favoured; different ircecev 


society. However, Darwin’s evolutionary theory did not mean that 
it led to superior races in species, including homo sapiens, but 
rather different races among species. Above all, there are superior 
and inferior, strong and weak, intelligent and unintelligent 
individuals in all races., whether we are talking about homo 
sapiens, tortoises or chimpanzees. 

In evolution, as a result of chance mutation there occurs 
genetic variations in some members of a segregated group, which 
accumulate in the progeny of that segregated group. At first, these 
variations do not make the segregated group different enough 
from the original species to justify calling it a new species or even 
a new “favoured race” of the original species. However, after 
many generations the segregated group or tribe which had 
accumulated sufficient genetic differences through chance 
mutation would be called a new “race” of the original species. 

There is really no probability that the “races” (whether human 
or other animal species) would be equal. In fact the whole notion 
runs directly counter to all evolutionary theory and to the whole 
science of biology. 


Multi-cultural Musical Pathway 

An advertisement for “Music is for Life 2009” 
to be held at London’s Albert Hall 30 March 
tells us that we can experience the power and 
joy of music-making by 1,450 young musicians 
from the London Borough of Merton “in a 
dazzling display of music and performance 
from around the world”. As someone who 
believes that we should encourage all forms of 
music, an immediate reaction was good for the 
Borough of Merton. But I had some 
reservations on reading: 

“Witness the world premier of an important 
new work - The Journey’ - composed by Pete 
Churchill for mass primary choir, youth 
harmony choice, instrumental and vocal 
soloists and a cross-genre ‘fusion’ (a dog’s 
dinner?) band. This work explores the history 
of immigration in Britain over the past 1,000 
years to create a musical pathway through 
the many multi-cultural influences which 
have played a part in the development of our 
nation.” 

Apart from the fact that disintegration would be a better choice 
above than development, this is another example of the distortion 
of our history to brainwash our youth into believing that we have 
always been a multiracial nation. Unfortunately the schools no 
longer tell them that until 1948, the only substantial number of 
immigrants to these islands over the past thousand years have 
been some 10,000 Normans (descendants of Norsemen), some 
50,000 Flemings and Huguenots (all indistinguishable from our 
original Celtic, Anglo-Saxon and Viking descendants), since 1660 
some 200,000 Jews, and perhaps 30,000 more fellow Europeans, 
such as Poles, Czechs and even German ex-servicemen, 
immediately after World War Two. 

The liberal-left establishment is also expert at subliminal 
means of changing the ethnicity of our history. The Royal Mail 
has recently issued a series of six stamps depicting ‘RAF 
Uniforms’. One of them is a representation of an air gunner of 
1941 who appears to be a Negro. Of some one thousand West 
Indians who volunteered for RAF service during the last war, only 
three were aircrew. The stamp would suggest that one in six was a 
flyer. I was too young to see active service, but in my weekends 
training in RAF Reserve for pilot/navigator at RAF Halton I 
never saw even one non-white ground crew, yet alone aircrew. The 
only person of colour was a fellow Reservist from Cumbria, who 
became a friend, called John Black. His ‘blackness’ came from an 
Indian mother, apparently. 
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LETTER OF THE MONTH 


» Learn From History 


Re you article “We 


must learn history’s \ __ - 

lesson by Bishop The Northern Echo 


Auckland MP Helen 


Goodman. Ms 
Goodman refers to 
me by name and 

gives an inaccurate account of a conversation at a constituency surgery. 

She comments on my dismissal (as a teacher) and accuses me of ‘ crazy lies . She also 
states that my brother and I faced disciplinary charges, but fails to mention that no 
charges have ever been proved against us. 

I was actually dismissed for the sickness caused by over nearly two years of 
harassment and persecution by my employers. Her prejudicial comments (like those made 
by County Durham officials earlier) were made prior to my appeal being heard. 

Does Ms Goodman deny writing letters or meeting with people regarding my case 
and that of my brother? Does she deny seeking to influence whether my brother and I 
hold teaching positions? Ms Goodman may not have the power to sack public officials as 
an MP, but she has influence. 

It is certainly important to learn from history. In that light I note that the Nazis 
sought to ban categories of people they didn’t like from holding public positions. Later, 
McCarthy tried to conduct witch-hunts in the US. What a fine tradition for Ms 
Goodman to follow. 


(This letter was published in The Northern Echo. It was chosen by the editor as Letter of the 
Month and the author receives a year y s subscription to Identity,). 



It is said that unemployment is approaching 
the two million mark. (It has exceeded this 
now - Editor) However this figure does not 
include those on training schemes or the 
large numbers on incapacity for either 
genuine reasons or because they have lost 
all hope of ever finding a regular job. Hence 
our support for the recent strike of workers 
demanding “British Jobs for British 
Workers”. 

We have never been in a situation like 
this before. Manufacturing jobs will not be 
replaced and the sector could even die out 


completely unless the workforce is prepared 
to match the low pay and conditions of 
China or Eastern Europe. Once Africa 
catches up with the rest of the industrial 
world the prospects will be even bleaker for 
the British worker who will have to take 
severe pay cuts and fit in with the global 
market rate for what the job is worth. 

What is needed is a Nationalist approach to 
industry as advocated by the British 
National Party whereby we trade with 
British based manufacturers as much as 
possible, only importing goods which we 
can’t grow or make to an acceptable 
standard ourselves. 

The alternative is high unemployment, 
insecurity, repossessions, and low paid 
work. 

Shipyards, coal mines, railway and 
steelworks need to be re-opened and 
invested in. 

However this won’t be easy because 
thirty years of neglect by the Tories and 
New Labour has seen a lot of the skills 


needed for these vital jobs become few and 
far between. 


Trevor Agnew 
Darlington 


I am glad that the BNP would withdraw 
British troops from Iraq and Afghanistan 
and refuse to take part in any illegal pre¬ 
emptive war of aggression against Iran or 
other Muslim states. I am also glad that the 
BNP would not get involved in Israel's war 
against Palestinians. 

As a white British convert to Islam I 
would say that I too oppose this massive 
influx of Third World Muslim immigrants 
into Britain. The stance of Islam is that it is 
obligatory for the Muslim to live in the 
lands of the Muslim except under certain 
circumstances which the vast majority of 
immigrants simply do not meet. 


John Hassan Bingley 
Markfield, Leics 


Mark Walker 
Spennymoor, Co. Durham 



We should now stop all foreign aid and 
spend the resultant savings at home. On his 
visit to India a few months back, Gordon 
Brown gave that nuclear-armed country 
£875 million in aid, yet India recently 
landed its space probe on the moon (more 
than we have done)! 

Any such gifts, for they are not loans, 
almost entirely end in the wrong hands to 
enrich the lives of politicians and 
bureaucrats. Many of our former colonies, 
which before independence were rich and 
well-governed, are now basket cases. Even 
the left-wing BBC has chosen, in its 
Panorama programme, to depict the 
mismanagement of aid in Sierra Leone and 
Uganda. 

Our taxpayers are still paying for 
Empire, but we receive none of its benefits. 
Countries which formerly belonged to us 
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Readers’ Letters 


demanded independence, which they were 
given. They should learn to put away their 
begging bowls and Brown should learn to 
keep his hands out of our pockets. 


P.G. Willis 
Paignton 
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The Darten church magazine (Barnsley) of 
November 08 carried a note from the parish 
priest, one Simon Reynolds, which read: 

“as long as I am here, no member of the 
BNP will lay a wreath in Barnsley”. 

As an ex-serviceman who has seen 
active service I was aghast at the 
terminology of this priestly bigot. I 
therefore wrote a letter of complaint 
regarding this non-priestly fellow to the 
Bishop of Wakefield. Would you believe it, 

I received a letter back giving his support for 
the local priest. I wrote back to the Bishop 
telling him that he was as big a bigot as his 
priest. This is the UK’s church today. 

(If I remember correctly, Barnsley BNP 
did lay a wreath in honour of our war dead 
last November - Editor) 


S.B. Wroe 
Market Rasen 


» 


I would like to thank Danny Burney of 
Alabama, USA, for his supportive letter in 
the January edition of Identity. As he wrote, 
we should not be forced to integrate, but we 
continue to be forced into doing so. The 
result is that we are losing our identity and 
losing our culture. 

I forget who the wise person was (a 
BNP member?) who said: “To destroy a 
nation, first take away its identity”. 

Can anyone explain why our 
government continues on this course? 


Mary Barson 
Wigston, Leics 



orcing Children To 
jlebrate Islam 


Just before Christmas my three-year-old 
daughter excitedly handed me an Eid 
celebration card that she had made at 
nursery school. Inside the card an assistant 
teacher had glued in a label with the 
wording “Eid Mubarak” and written below 
it “Love from Sophie “(my daughter’s 


name. I was deeply offended by this and 
reported my objection to the headmistress. 

I am concerned that my children will be 
and are being taught about Islam in general 
as I do not trust the Marxist education 
system to teach our children any of the 
pitfalls of this religion. With that said, I 
would accept that my children are educated 
about religion of all types as long as it is 
taught in a balanced fashion. However, 
making young children celebrate Islam in 
nursery school or at any other level is a 
totally different kettle of fish. This 
‘celebration’ endorses the wording found in 
the Quran, Halal ritual slaughter and the 
very many other negative images and well- 
documented atrocities associated with some 
of the followers of this religion. 

Please note this is the same school 
where my 10-year-old son was interviewed 
and made to sign a document stating that 
he understood that he had been involved in 
a racist incident (without his parents 
knowledge or attendance). His crime was 
asking a pupil during a geography lesson “Is 
your mum from Pakistan?”. The comment 
was made after the fellow pupil had told my 
son his mum was from the U.A.E. 


Mike Bell 
e-mail 



t To Live Music 
scians 


The government is considering a legal 
requirement to introduce laws insisting that 
anyone applying or re-applying for an 
entertainment license must have a noise 
control device fitted to the venue. This will 
be the final nail for all entertainment in the 
UK, including small clubs, village halls, 
British Legion, etc, as the level at which 
these devices cut you off is extremely low 
and damaging. The proposed level is 70 
decibels. 

The 70 db level at which these devices 
cut the power off is ridiculously low, about 
the same as a hair-dryer or a sewing 
machine. Nearly all music equipment (even 
unplugged acoustic instruments) will 
produce more volume than this. 

Venues are suffering enough as it is 
without being forced to go to the expense of 
fitting one of these devices. Noise limiters 
are a menace to live music, and I expect this 
is the bright idea of some unelected suit in 
Brussels that's never been to a gig in their 
life. 

Please publicise this latest threat to our 
freedoms and complain to your MP. 

Dave Saunders 
e-mail 



e Cost Of Immigrants’ 
Remittences 


The pound has dropped relative to the Euro, 
despite a recent slight recovery. Anyone 



wondering why they cannot afford a 
holiday in the Costa del Sol may be 
interested to know that remittances from 
the UK by immigrants could be part of the 
explanation. 

The government does not seem to have 
a figure for remittances, although they do 
publish a figure of £4 billion going overseas 
which “includes remittances”. But this 
could be a wild underestimate. An Indian 
banker estimated remittances from Britain 
to India alone are £3 billion. But Indians 
and Poles are only a small proportion of all 
immigrants. If other groups of immigrants 
are remitting similar sums, the total could 
be nearer £40 billion than £4 billion: a 
serious dent in our nation’s balance of 
payments. 


Ralph Musgrave 
Co. Durham 


A Home Is For Life, Not 
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Now that we find ourselves in the spring, 
the memory of Christmas is fading fast. For 
many who find themselves habitually 
sleeping on the streets, this horrific 
nightmare, from which, thanks to the efforts 
of dedicated charities, Christmas offered a 
temporary respite, continues. Indeed, it is 
made even more acute by the freezing 
wintry weather. 

Many vulnerable people find themselves 
confronted with the predicament of 
homelessness through no fault of their own, 
because they have fallen on hard times. The 
government's official estimate for 2008 is 
that there are about 500 people sleeping 
rough in England at any one night, and 
about half of these can be found in Greater 
London. Of those in London, 12% have 
been in care, and shocking to relate, 6% 
formerly in the armed forces. 43% have 
been in prison. 

The government has made a 
commitment to end rough sleeping by 2012 
but whether this promise is actually kept 
remains to be seen. I for one will be 
watching carefully to see that it is, because 
given the massive amount of public money 
that is being thrown at the 2012 Olympics, 
if this target is not achieved then to my 
mind there will be no excuse. A society that 
calls itself civilised cannot be prepared to sit 
back and turn a blind eye to such a social 
evil. 
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Changing Britain 



» PART 2: John Maddox concludes his comparison of 
today’s Britain with that which existed before post-war 
mass immigration and the 1960s political and social 
relativism destroyed homogenous Britain. Again, he uses 
as his source the popular novel of the 1950s, Bond Street | 
Story by Norman Collins. 



S o where and how have things gone so 
badly wrong as we survey the ruins of 
our society and culture in 2008? 

One seed which we can see planted in 
the novel is that of a corrosive cynicism 
about the motives, capabilities and 
achievements of those ‘at the top’ - either in 
business or the public bureaucracies. 

It is still nascent but it is almost a 
default position in Bond Street Story , that 
those ‘at the top’ are vain, barely competent 
and posturing, and that the usual outcome 
of their initiatives is failure, waste and 
pomposity: 

“It was all Mr Preece’s idea that there 
should be any such thing as a Staff get- 
together. 

Not that it was in any sense original. 

On the contrary he had first learned of the 
scheme in an American publication called 
Sales Efficiency. 

...“The part that the intelligent General 
Manager [had] to play at a good Staff get- 
together [was] to listen. Listen and learn...” 

.. .The Staff get-together led off to a 
pretty slow start. 

The room that had been quiet before, 
now suddenly became silent... Mr Preece 
wished that he had read Sales Efficiency 
more carefully. 

.. .It was Tony [Rammell] who spoke. 
“Isn't it about the right time of day for a 
drink, Mr Preece?” 

.. .In the hush, Mr Preece thought 
rapidly.. .if he refused, what would Mr 


Tony think? Even though.. .he despised the 
young man, the last thing he wanted was for 
young Tony to go away with the idea that 
he didn’t know how to organise a Staff get- 
together. 

“Just coming, Mr Tony,” he said 
hurriedly. “I was just about to order it.” 

.. .In the end, it was the directors’ sherry 
that had to be sent for. 

[By the end of the evening] Mr Preece 
was still listening hard. So far the only 
remark he had heard.. .was that Mr Prescott 
had apparently already missed the 6.35 and 
was afraid that he would miss the 7.5 as 
well. All things considered, it hardly 
seemed worth six bottles of directors' sherry 
to have learned that... (p. 153 ff). 

This might raise a great guffaw in our 
current situation where we have to bear the 
brunt of the hugely expensive, morally 
bankrupt and incompetent, ideologically 
motivated machinations of our public 
services, ‘guided’ by our diseased political 
elite under orders from Brussels, which have 
destroyed the cohesiveness and self-belief of 
Britain, but such ‘default’ cynicism did not 
always exist. Think of the great Victorian 
pride in their ethic of disinterested public 
service and the mighty achievements of 
their public bureaucracies and local 
government in town planning, public health 
and sanitation, universal education, laying 
the foundations of social security, etc. A 
society which is not able to believe in the 
honest motivation and basic competence of 
its business and public bodies is in deep 


trouble. 

In part, this cynicism has grown hand 
in hand with public realisation that for our 
political and ruling elites, society, as Mrs 
Thatcher famously told us, does not exist. 
There are only individual economic units 
which have to be organised as cogs in the 
vast economic machine which Britain has 
become. It doesn’t matter whether you are 
Labour or Tory, socialist or conservative, 
our political elite is agreed that the only 
purpose in life is to run ‘Britain pic’. The 
health and continuity of this economic 
machine is the only thing that matters. Yes, 
it gives great rewards to many in terms of 
standard of living and consumer durables, 
but it has consumed the indigenous British 
peoples, their society, their culture, their 
self-belief. 

That is why ‘socialist’ government 
ministers can get away with justifying the 
mass immigration which is making 
prisoners of the indigenous British in their 
own homelands: it is ‘good for the 
economy’, therefore good for Britain, 
therefore good for you. The citizen now 
only exists as a consumer and a unit of 
economic production. Britons will have 
regained control over their destiny and self- 
respect when they tell their effete 
politicians, “If it’s a trade off between an 
increase in standard of living or returning to 
a homogeneous society at ease with itself, 
we’ll take the homogeneous society.” 

Life was harder, more hand to mouth, 
with far fewer social safety nets, in the 
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BOND STREET 



world of Bond Street Story , but for all their 
travails and heartaches its characters are 
more settled, balanced and realistic about 
life, than the febrile, harassed and 
ideologically-hectored cultural misfits we 
have become today. 

POLITICISATION OF THE POLICE 

A crucial weapon in this turning of our 
intellectual and ruling elite against its own 
people has been the politicisation and moral 
corruption of our police force (and indeed 
of all the other agencies of social control). 
The police are no longer a body drawn from 
the ranks of a local society, living among 
them, visible on the streets every day, 
representing the customs, beliefs and 
standards of indigenous folk. 

The police now represent an abstract 
system of ‘values’ - drawn from Marxist 
‘human rights’ theory - which stresses 
equality, moral relativism and equivalence. 
The purpose of the police is not to represent 
the settled nationalities of the British Isles 
but to impose this abstract control system 
on them at the behest of the ruling elite. 

The police now control us; they are no 
longer our representatives. And, of course, 
in a society rapidly succumbing to the mass 
colonisation of unfettered immigration, the 
indigenous peoples have no more rights 
than those of the swamping incomers. The 
police do not represent the unwilling host 
community; they are even-handed between 
the rights of indigenous folk and the ‘rights’ 


of settlers. But since this abstract value 
system is controlled by our political masters 
with their roots in social Marxism and 
multicultural theory, it is inevitable that the 
principles which control the police in 
practice favour the settlers rather than the 
indigenous peoples. And so it has happened 
that the police force is now an aggressive, 
politicised and increasingly paramilitary 
force, actively attacking and dismantling the 
historic rights and liberties of the 
indigenous British people. 

What a sad and demeaning contrast to 
the picture of the police presented in Bond 
Street Story! After Mr Bloot goes missing 
from Rammells, Mr Privett has an idea as to 
how to find him and visits a local police 
station. It is Saturday afternoon: 

“The sergeant on duty asked him to wait a 
moment. But only for a moment. And then 
he took him straight in to see the 
Superintendent. Mr Privett was rather 
pleased about this. And a little fluttered. It 
showed that they were taking him seriously. 
And the superintendent was a thoroughly 
nice kind of man, Mr Privett discovered. 
Friendly. Considerate. And not a bit 
searching or suspicious. 

‘“It’s very good of you,’ he said after 
Mr Privett had told him his name. ‘We need 
all the help the public can give us. It’s the 
only way’.” (p. 406). 

How astonishing! A local police station 
open, friendly and helpful. Not hidden 


behind anti-Muslim-terror barriers. No 
security screens or intercoms to speak 
through. A senior officer actually willing to 
welcome a member of the public into his 
office as a fellow citizen! And not a single 
high-visibility yellow jacket on display, 
which have transformed the police into 
strutting, self-important Toytown noddies 
on the rare occasions they deign to get out 
of their cars! 

MASS CULTURE AND MASS MEDIA 

In the years of Bond Street Story ; mass 
culture and the mass media, whilst 
developed, were nevertheless far less 
powerful. And of course, the worldwide 
web was unthought of. The mass media in 
Britain today is a coarse, dumbed-down, 
sex- and ‘celebrity’-obsessed, morality-free, 
Christianity-baiting, unpatriotic, slavishly 
politically-correct disgrace. From The Times , 
BBC One and Radio Four to The Sun, Sky TV 
or ‘independent’ radio, leaden, conformist 
‘thinking’, the morals of rats, the decorum 
of ‘Big Brother’ and Stalinist self-policing 
apply. 

Almost universally, the mass media 
present a picture of British society and 
culture in the lowest possible denomination 
which, in self-fulfilling parody, is then 
imbibed by youngsters who 'aspire' to copy 
what is presented to them as 'normal'. 

In his book, From Alamein to Zem Zem, 
an account of the Eighth Army campaign 
against the Afrika Corps in the Second 
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World War, Keith Douglas tells of 'Picadilly 
Jim', a tank regiment commander who was 
killed in battle. In his will, Picadilly Jim left 
a sum of money to train young boys in the 
manly sports of hunting, shooting and 
fishing. Today, he would be prosecuted by 
our thought police for being so rebarbative, 
field sports having been replaced as 
'appropriate' pursuits for young people by 
delinquency, binge-drinking and sodomy - 
all now promoted by our common culture. 

Of course, publishing houses are also 
part of the mass media. And Bond Street 
Story itself demonstrates something 
remarkable, i.e. in the 1950s a respected 
publishing house - William Collins Ltd - 
was happy to call a spade a spade without 
the ideological roof falling in. 

Mrs Rammell has a penchant for dinner 
parties and exotic ‘artistes’. She throws a 
party to introduce the ‘Eastern’ dancer, 
Swami Lai. It is gate-crashed by Sir Harry 
Rammell, patriarch of the department store, 
who falls in with Major Cuzzens, a guest: 

“Dirty business,” Sir Harry was saying. 
“Naturally it finished him. Couldn’t show 
his face in the City again.” 

“Fellah was a dago, wasn’t he?” Major 
Cuzzens inquired. 

He spoke in a tone that made it clear 
that he would have regarded that as 
explaining, even excusing, everything. 

“Oriental,” Sir Harry answered... “One 
of those turban johnies. Slit your throat as 
soon as look at you...” (pp 90-91). 

Good heavens, ‘racist’ language openly used 
in a mass market novel which was 
purchased in its thousands and devoured by 
scores of thousands without a hair being 
turned! But they were grown up about these 
things before the 1960s. 

The ‘tone’ of this scene is skittish, 
making it plain that Sir Harry has set out to 
annoy Mrs Rammell by offering 
unflattering remarks about her star guest. 
But also he speaks frankly - without animus 
- about how the world is and how people 
react to and describe one another. None of 
this shocked Collins’ readers, the reviewers, 
his publishers, the police, politicians or 
clerics. Why should it shock us? 

After all, in the London of 2008 you 
can go into many Muslim bookshops and 
find much worse language on open offer; in 
particular, the term ‘kuffar’, which Muslim 
apologists claim is merely a technical term 
denoting a non-Muslim but which is often 
used as a term of derogatory, dehumanising 
racial abuse. And you will not have to 
search long to find the most despicable 
racial pillorying of Jews, described in the 
more explicit of these Muslim books as 
animals, sub-humans, fit only for extinction. 

In such a context, the teasing use of 
words such as ‘dago’ seems innocuous 
indeed. 

George Orwell, once the darling of the 
left, but now under a deep cloud for his 
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foresight in predicting the development of 
socialist thought control, had a wonderful 
term of abuse for all those internationalist, 
authoritarian social Marxists who are now 
in the ascendancy: he dismissed them as 
“sandal-wearing, fruit juice-drinking 
pansies!” Tough talking perhaps, but if free 
speech means anything it must include the 
right to annoy, offend and insult. I’ve lost 
count of the number of times I’ve been 
insulted by our left wing professional haters 
of Britain! 

DEMOGRAPHY 

Towards the end of Bond Street Story , there 
is a casual sentence which in fact 
encapsulates the crisis now facing the 
British people. Wondering if she might 
return to fulltime work at Rammells after 
‘Junior’ is at school, Irene reflects, “...by 
then there might be another Junior.. .She 
and Ted had always told themselves they 
were going to have more than one.” (p. 

445). Indeed, normal families up to the 
1960s would have three or more children. 
Then came the introduction in the 
‘Swinging Sixties’ of mass contraception 
and the legalisation of abortion. The result 
has been a self-inflicted genocide for the 
British people. 

Because of government-sponsored mass 
contraception and abortion, the number of 
births between the 1960s and today has 
fallen by a third; government-promoted 
abortion has now killed over six million 
babies in the womb. Abortion is now being 
used as a form of birth control and is 
running at over 190,000 babies killed every 
year. This is, quite simply, self-imposed 
national extinction. The birth rate per 
couple is now 1.94 (and that of the 
genuinely native population is even lower 
than this average figure - Ed). The British 
people are rapidly ageing and in a few 
years’ time, for the first time in history, 
there will be more pensioners than children 
in the country. 

And yet our population is projected to 
rocket to the 75 million mark by mid¬ 
century. How? Mass immigration, of 
course, and the much higher birth rate 
among the foreigners now colonising 
Britain. (Over half of all births in London 
are to first generation, i.e. recently arrived, 
immigrant women.) 

Two hundred thousand indigenous 
Britons are fleeing the country every year, 
disgusted at what now passes for British life. 
So, low conception rates, record abortion 
numbers, mass immigration, high 
immigrant birth rates, record British 
emigration, a rapidly-ageing residual 
indigenous population - this is a lethal mix 
which will result in self-genocide within the 
next few generations. Are our intellectual 
and ruling elites worried? Of course not, for 
this is their ideal opportunity to 
gerrymander the country once and for all 
according to their social Marxist tenets and 
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produce a ‘new’ Britain with a ‘new’ people 
(and a ‘new’ religion, Islam), ready to face 
the ‘challenges’ and ‘opportunities’ of 
submersion in the United States of Europe - 
their glamorous but fatal twenty-first 
century project. By the end of the century it 
will have transmuted into ‘Eurabia’. 

The characters of Bond Street Story , 
whether at the top or the bottom of the 
social pile, would have revolted instinctively 
against such destructive wickedness and 
would have resisted en masse. I am afraid 
all the signs are that our Marxist ‘British’ 
government is convinced that this time they 
have got the British people licked. 

But consider: go into any supermarket 
in almost any major British city and you 
will see all sorts and conditions, all colours 
and creeds, but the only thing that ‘unites’ 
this kaleidoscope of people is the economic 
machine which they are either servicing or 
using. But this is so only on the premises: 
they come and go, largely, in their own 
ethnic or religious or family groups. It is 
only in this ‘public’ space that the pretence 
can be asserted that they are united as a 
community. Outside, in the streets, at home, 
in their community centres or religious 
places, separate values apply. It is nonsense 
to claim that any concrete, nation-building 
set of beliefs unites them; it is even more 
nonsensical to claim that a set of abstract 
universal values, such as those embodied in 
human rights theory, unites them. Like will 
cleave to like. And when the capitalist 
machine falters or breaks down, as one day 
it will, so will this artificial, imposed and 
policed ‘unity’ and the age-old struggle for 
dominance between societies, races and 
religions will reassert itself. But this time 
the battle will be fought not on foreign soil, 
but in Britain. 

Are the British people strong enough 
and numerous enough to win this looming 
struggle? And do they have leaders with 
determination and vision who they are 
prepared to follow? We will soon find out, 
for on current demographic trends it is now 
or never. Lose and we will lose our society, 
history and culture, and be reduced to the 
status of Aborigines in Australia or Native 
Indians on their reservations in North 
America. It is as serious as that. 

What a pile of thoughts to derive from a 
humble popular novel, now long forgotten! 
But if you come across a copy of Bond Street 
Story don’t hesitate to read it. It will tell you 
a great deal about the people and the 
society which created the post-War 
economic surge which has given us so 
much, at least in terms of prosperity, 
comfort and opportunity. We hold their 
legacy in safe-keeping; don't let us surrender 
it to the colonising hordes, whether from 
East Europe, Asia or Africa, nor to our 
ruling elite stuck in their 1960s time warp. 

If we do, the ideal of a compassionate but 
vigorous, civilising and homogeneous 
society which we can hand on to our 
children with pride will be lost forever. 















T he British National Party is in the midst of a period of 
very rapid growth. Our membership is at a record high, 
and rising by the day This growing success brings great 
benefits, but it also brings fresh challenges. 

Principle among these in a time of rapid growth is the urgent 
need to inform and educate new members. When they first join, it 
is inevitable that many fresh recruits are motivated by a simple, 
honest ‘gut feeling’ that the old political elite have got things 
horribly wrong and that it’s time to do something to help to stop 
the rot and put things right. 

Of course, that’s a great start, but in itself it’s not enough. The 
BNP is not here just to provide an outlet for good people’s 
understandable anger at the old politicians and what they ve done 
to our country, we are here above all to create and popularise a 
new vision for a better Britain - the ‘Land fit for Heroes that has 
so often been promised and so rarely delivered. 

To do that we need to articulate and disseminate a radical 
traditionalist vision of a better way of ordering our society. 
Developing such a firm and principled ideological base is not 
something that can be done overnight. Ideas have to be developed, 
debated and spread to an ever wider proportion of our 
membership. 

As long-standing readers will know, Identity has already been 
playing an important role in this process over the last ten years, in 
which time it has been Britain’s leading and most influential 
nationalist magazine. But with so much potential for rapid 
growth, it is vital that our educational training programme moves 
up a gear, lest our success lead to the BNP being swamped by 
naive liberal civic nationalism. 

We have thought long and hard about this danger, and how to 
deal with it. A key conclusion is that the circulation of Identity in 
its present form is not high enough to be reaching a large enough 
proportion of the party to maximise its educational potential. A 
large amount of work goes into the magazine each month, but 


frankly we’re missing what should be our core target. 

In order to address this, to get maximum value for our 
production money and to ensure that every single new member is 
exposed from Day 1 to regular bursts of top quality educational 
material about true nationalism, Identity is therefore being 
expanded into a 64-page, perfect bound, quarterly magazine. This 
will be sent automatically to every single paid up member four 
times a year as part of their membership entitlement. 

At a single stroke, this will increase Identity’s educational and 
advertising reach by more than five-fold. A design revamp at the 
same time will take advantage of the substantial amount of extra 
space available to ensure that there are more light, ‘easy way in’ 
articles and features, side-by-side with a more in-depth piece of 
political analysis each issue. There will, in sort, be something for 
everyone. 

Existing Identity subscribers will have a choice over what to 
do about the unexpired portion of their subscriptions. As a rule 
these will be credited on as an extra period on their party 
membership, with members who do not wish to take advantage of 
this system being given a choice of either a credit slip to be spent 
with Excalibur, or a refund. Non-members’ subscriptions will 
simply be adjusted to take into account the extra cover price of 
the enlarge magazine and its reduced frequency. In all cases, 
figures will be rounded up in subscribers’ favour. 

The job of deciding what to put in each issue will be carried 
out by an editorial board, one of whose members will be John 
Bean, the nationalist veteran who has put so much dedicated and 
thoughtful work into bringing Identity to its landmark 100 th issue. 
Another will be Mark Collett, whose excellent design work has 
seen Identity improve vastly over the past five years. 

The first issue of the new look Identity will be produced this 
summer, allowing us to report in depth on June’s elections, and to 
look ahead to the fresh set of targets that they will lead to us 
setting for the future. 
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win the Battle for Britain and to secure our future. 
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How can just £3.00 a week 
help us save this country from destruction? 



• Allow us to organise more effectively and 
to fight many more local, regional and 
national elections...and WIN! 


YOUR STANDING ORDER WOULD: 


• Help us fight the P.C. fanatics and corrupt 
politicians who are destroying our British 
way of life. 


• Send a clear message to our activists, staff 
and supporters that you care about this country 
and have faith in this party. 



Your £3.00 a week could pay for 10,000 quality 
leaflets every year! Just think, how many people 
your gift could influence and inspire. 



STANDING ORDER FORM 

Please complete the details on this 
form and return to BRITISH HERITAGE, 
FREEPOST. Use the envelope provided. 

Below standing order 
form or see reverse for 
one off donation. 


Yes I want to make a monthly gift to British Heritage’ of 
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ecame traditional to have a St. George’s day cover for 
month of April, this is my favorite. The actual image of 
George slaying the dragon is taken from a stained 
ss window in a church. 


The BNP’s exposure 
crisis was a running 
piece of artwork was 
catching but was ah 
several mainstream 


Richard Barnbrook’s GLA victory in May 2008 was 
the inspiration behind this pop-art cover of Richard 
looking out over a red, white and blue London. 


Two of our popular covers were based on early 
computer games Tetris and Space Invaders, th< 
latter a joke at the expense of the Home Office 
had been caught using illegal immigrant workel 


Monty the Mole appeared in January 2008 and was 
seen throughout the magazine thwarting 
Searchlight’s attempts to cause a split in the party. 

£& / mm* 




The selection of covers on these pages are some of the 
best from the last few years. They deal with a range of 
topics - from white history, white slavery, electoral targets, 
the economy and the two court trials that myself and Nick 
Griffin were involved in from 2004 until 2006 - one even 
saw the river Thames turn to blood to echo the famous 
speech made by Enoch Powell. If you like what you see, 
please feel free to go to www.identitymagazine.org.uk to 
view our growing archive of past articles and artwork. 














































